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FROM OUR CONTEMPORARIES. 


Law Book News, St. Paul, Minn. 

Tue AMERICAN LAWYER is a bright, wide-awake monthly, 
fall of good things. It contains an extraordinary quantity of 
‘‘news” of the professicn, including many pages of personal i 
notices of bar meetings, etc. The transactions of State and N 

Bar Associations are reported in full, including the valuable Papers 
which are read at such meetings. ‘I he March fisos} number of 
LAWYER contains an editorial on the “Evolution of the Law Office,” 
which is of more than common interest. It gives descriptions and 
diagrams oe the arrangements of the offices of Daniel Web- 
ster and Rufus Choate, as ty pes of the offices of the and fol- 
lows them with similar accounts of the great suites of offices of the 
firms of Carter, H & Ke and Hoadley, Lautérbach & 
Johnson, as illustrative of the modern methods. 









Minnesota Law Journal, Minneapolis, 


Tue AMERICAN LaWYER.—There comes ; se cl 


ni a 
copy of this interesting periodical, which is desting#s would seem 
to be the organ of all State and National Bar: Wagpertions, gnd a 
magazine which every busy lawyer in the county i to 
be ee ee oe New York City, = eae c. 
mith, LL.B. covering over sixty pages of space each monthly 
issue, it gives a digest of all important decisions of the previous 


month, quoting many opinions in full, personals, notation of remov- 
als, etc., among members of the bar, rough notes, able editorials 
upon interestin poe and complete reports of the 

of the various § Bar Associations, as their meetings occur. 

low figure at which it is published, one dollar per annum, ought to 
assure the publishers a list all through the country. It fillsa 
fiel@ occupied by no other journal and should be well received. 


Albany Law Journal, Albany, N. Y. 

Tue AMERICAN LAWYER is a monthly legal periodical, edited by 
ae eeecmndien Sel t pon ch wr thgg besides editorial mat. 
tion a ics, con i 4 

upon 4 different States, decisions upon topics, 
cusabechdiiig gointe of intetest to cotuineteian » Corpora- 
tien and banking attorneys throughout the coontry and giving (in 
one month) some three hundred and fifty-eight citations of au - 
ties. It is also very full in its account of the proceedings of bar 
associations t the country and has rgprpa ve id 
news relative to lawyers. The mer low price at which it is 
published, with the considerable attention given to cur- 
rent mat places it in a somewhat unique position among “ 
—— that it does not in any wa pt to occu: 
eld now filled by other legal periodicnte It is condu with 
vigor and ability and will, in the line which it has marked out, be 
of value te the profession. 


Gourick’s "Washington Digest, Washington, D. C. 

We like Taz American Lawyer. It is always bright, enter- 
taining and imstraetive, and its readiness to show up the black 
sheep in the legal profession should have the cordial support of all 


reputable lawyers. 

= Full reports of the meetings of the American 
Bar-Association, and of the State Bar Asso- 

ciations of Missouri, Alabama, Virginia, Michigan, Ohio ana 











Utah, will be printed in succeeding numbers. 
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322 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
sine ee | Peonatitnseemge| 70 write welll and 


and Territories and of the United States, authorized to 
take depositions, administer oaths 
ments and pertorm the usual services of resident minis- 
terial officers. When communicating with them always 
mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited Commissioners on favorable terms. 





BALTIMORE, MD. 
J. Kemp Barter, Jr., St. Paul and Baltimore sts. 
Commissioner of Deeds for Alabama, Cali- 


esota, 
Nebraska, N New Revenine New J , New 
York, North Caro! North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, 
P Rhode Island, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, Wash- 
ington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Wyoming. 

D. B. MarRsHALL, BONDED COLLECTION AGENCY 
Rooms 12,13 and 14 Daily Record Building, St. Paul 
and Fayette Sts. Commissioner of Deeds for all the 
States and Territories. Commissions for depositions 
promptly attended to. 


BOSTON, MASS. 
AUGUSTINE H. READ, 20 Devonshire st. Commissioner 
of Deeds tor Arizona. Arkansas. Connecticut, Idaho, 


Tllineis, Indiana, —_ ny Mi ta, 
ppi, Mon Neb New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, O Pennsylvania, 
e ‘Tennessee, Vermont, a WwW 

consin, W . Special attention ge taking 
ef deposi! _ Also Notary Public, justice of the 
and dent and general m Read’s Col- 

and Mercantile Agency ( on). 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
Epwakp G. REYNOLDS, American Bank Building. 
oner of Deeds for all the States and Territor- 
les; also me | Public. tions taken with 
care. Deeds of trust in Western Missouri, and Mort- 
gages inthe State of Kansas foreclosed for Eastern in- 
vestors. Re on in Jackson and Clay 


Counties, Mo., and Wyandotte County, Kan., made, 
and taxas paid for non-resident owners and holders ot 

LOUISVILLE, KY. 
Nerwron G. Rog 322 Fifth ave. N Public. 
or of for all the States and Territor- 


ies. Commissions for depositions promptly attended to. 


NEW HAVEN, CONN. 

Livineston W. CLEAVELAND, 69 Church st. Com- 
missioner of Deeds for all the States and Territories in 
the United States ; ioner for New Bruns- 
wick, Nova Scotia, Ontario and Quebec. Notary Public 

seal) and Justice of the Peace. Depositions care- 
takén. (See List of Attorneys.) 


NEW YORK CITY. 
Gero. P. 


F. WELLINGTON, 20 Ex: st. 
ea soaes with Seal; Attorney at 
we. 
TORONTO, ONT., CAN. 


Younes & AGrew, Official Stenogra 46 King 
st., W. (L. B. Young, Examiner in cery; John 
Agnew, Barrister, > Tm Public.) Prompt attention 
to commissions for taking testimony. 

and ORGANS, $33 up. Want 


BEATTY’S PIANOS crcnts. catsiogae Pree 
Address DANIEL F. BEATTY, Wasuineron, N. J. 











4 Sale, Ete., 
will be inserted under this head, t lines or under, 
SS $3.00 for ey months, be 
ior three months; larger proportion. 
answers to be care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 
AGENCY, Box 4il, New York City. 


(CLEEKSHIP, OR PARTNERSHIP.—Wanted by 
young New York State lawyer. Three years’ 

active practice. Opportunity ‘to work up” desired 

more than present remuneration. Owns New 

York library. Best of references as to character and 

ability. Location in the West preferred. Address 
‘ATION, care American Lawyer's Agency. 


FOR SALE.—For cash, an established law business, 
six years, in a growing Southern city ; popalation 
12,000. Business pays between $5,000 and $6,000 per 
apnum. Lib and furniture not included in sale. 
Reasons for : Firm intends moving toa 
city. Address Business, care American Lawyer's 
Agency. 
FOB SALE.—For cash, a good established law busi- 
ness in a county seat in northeastern Kansas at a 
bargain, including oftice furniture and library. Party 
is ambitious and desires to lovatein a large city. Splen- 
did ny fér an eastern lawyer © ho can secure 
through his friends money to loan on real estate in the 
oldest and best part of Kansas. Will cheerfully answer 
all letters of inquiry where parties mean business. Ad- 
dress OPPORTUNITY, care American Lawyer's Agency. 


PARTNERSHIP.—In an established firm, a co-part- 
nership, or position as assistant or head clerk with 
a view to part»ership, by a young, well educated and 
good lawyer, who has had over four years’ experience; 
the best of references; the West preferred. Address 
ATTORNEY, care American Lawyer's Agency. 
T° PURCHASE.—My health necessitates my leav- 
ing New y= and I wish to correspond with 
practitioners in Colorado, New Mexico, or on the Pa- 
cific Coast, who will ne; easale of their practice. 
Partnership not des Addresa “‘ N. E.,” care Am- 
erican Lawyer's Agency. 


WE DESIRE a resentative in every city and 

town in the United States and Canada, to solicit 
subscriptions and lawyers’ cards to this journal, and 
will give —— terms to law students who will active- 
ly prosecute this work. Address THE AMERICAN Law- 
YER, P. O. Box 411 New York City. 
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We respectfully refer writers to the station- 
ers for supplies, from whom they can be ob- 
tained at favorable rates. In case of its 
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surplus and correspondents, etc. 
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betical List of all Officers of Banks, list of forei 
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" THE ASSOCIATED LAW | 


ouzcrion] OFFICES, 








The attorneys mentioned below, in their practice, make a specialty of commercial litigation. There is established 
lp connection with each office a well equipped collection department, under efficient management, prepared to undertake 


percantile collections of whatever nature or degree. 


ofices, as well as local matters, will be received by any of them and attended to, personally if desired, or supervised 
and placed in the hands of correspondents efficient and reliable. 


NEW YORK—Freeman & Green. 
NEW YORK—Frank & Einstein. 


NEW YORK—The Columbia Commercial Association. 


BOSTON—The Mercantile Law Coe. 


PHILADELPHIA—Jehn & Chas. W. Sparhawk. 


BALTIMORE—Shriver, Bartlett & Co. 
PITTSBURGH—Brown & Lambie. 
CHICAGO—Smith, Helmer & Meoulten. 

ST. LOUIS—Gerrit H. Ten Broek. 
DETROIT—Bowen, Douglas & Whiting. 
MILWAUKEE—Barke, Robinson & Geiger. 
KANSAS CIT Y—Garner & Walsh. 

8T. JOSEPH, MO.—Dewe, Johnson & Rusk. 
OMAHA—McCabe, Wood & Elmer. 

NEW OR LEANS—Wilcex & Picton. 


Legal business and collections for the territory tributary. to these 


LINCOLN, NEB.—Meckett, Rainbolt & Polk. 

LOUISVILLE-—W. W. Watts. 

LOS ANGELES—W. H. Holmes & Co. 

PORTLAND, OREGON-—-Emmons & Emmons. 

SEATTLE, WASH.—Emmons & Emmons. 

ST. PAUL—Merphy, Ewing, Gilbert & Ewing. 

CLEVELAND, OHIO-—A. A. Stearns. 

CINCINNATI—Cobb & Howard. 

BUFFA LO—Albert C. Spann. 

ROCHESTER, N.Y.—Edwin A. Medcalf. 

WASHINGTON, D. C.—Clarence A. Brandenburg. 

CHARLESTON, 8S. C.—Merdecai & Gadsden. 
CANADA. 

MONTREAL—Hall, Cross, Brown & Sharp. 

TORONTO—Claute, McDonald & Co. 
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DENVER—Regers, Cuthbert & Ellis. 
SALT LAKE CIT Y—Jenes & Schroeder. 
MINNEAPOLIS—Fletcher, Reckwoeod & 
SAN FRANCISCO—Jes. E. Shain. 
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FOREIGN. 


LON DON—Merphy, Ewing, Gilbert & Ewing. 
PARIS—Napoleon Argles & Ce. 


THE LIST OF LEGAL CORRESPONDENTS EMPLOYED BY THIS ORGANIZATION IS 
PUBLISHED COMPLETE MONTHLY IN “ THE MERCANTILE ADJUSTER” OF 
NEW YORK, (P. 0. Box 609). Subscription Price, $5.00 per annum. 


Attorneys desiring to represent the above offices should forward their applications to “Secretary Associated Law 


Offices,” P. O. Box sso, St. Louis, Mo. 
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Standard Typewriter Ribbons and 
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OR ENCLOSE ONE DOLLAR FOR A TRIAL RIB- 
BON, AND IF IT DON’T SUIT YOU, THE DOLLAR 
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Pp LITTLE 


MANUFACTURER, 
408, 411, 419, 413 Powers’ Com. Buildings, 
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Knowing the Fact 
That insurance or investment is eac best obtained 


in its exclusive field the pradent Life Insurance 
Seeker will find the 





Offers every inducement that cou ervative judg- 
ment and safe methods will warrant. Lis 

Low- Rate- Absolute- Securi'y- Plan 
Is scientific, the result of careful steady and a know!l- 
edge gained by twenty years of practical experience 

The Cost of this Solid: Protection 
Averages from 3% cents to 10 cents daily. accord- 
ing to age, per $1,000, payable annually, semi 
annually or bi-monthly, in advance, as may best 
om the circumstances of the policy-holder, aud is 

C) 


Lowest Consistent with Safety. 
JAMES A. STODDARD, 
Vice-President and Manager. 


CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. 
D. J. AVERY, C. A. CAPWELL, 
President. Secre 





COURSE ONE YEAR, TO BE 
Alban PRECEDED, OR 8SUPPLE- 
MENTED BY A YEAR OF 

APPROVED LEGAL STUDY 

WaAaw _| sewakxe. tsecounse 


OF 1891-95 BEGINS SEPT. 18th. 
FOR CATALOGUE OR 
Established 1851. 


OTHER INFORMATION, AD- 
DRESS ALBANY LAW 
SCHOOL, Albany, N.Y. 





















—— you had a brief to get up in six 
hours that should nat take a week, 
and you found your specific point fully 
annotated in the Lawyers’ Reporte, 
Se se iy with — from the 
ear own, you'd say it paid to 
own them. That ooan » i te 


—— you can or hope to charge large 
prices for your brie's, for clients who 
gladly pay them, the briefs of eminent 
counsel, fully reported in the Lawyers’ 
Reports, Annotated, will be useful 
to you. 


—— you have 
become dis- 
Pm with the 
flood of useless cises dumped on the 
profession * by the carload” you will a: 
preciate an intelligent sifting out of the 
valuable cases, fully reported and anno- 
tated, as in the Lawyers’ Reports, 
Annotated, Tap Me by a com- 
plete and reliable digest like the Gen- 
Digest. 
—— you are unacquainted with the 
Lawyers’ Reports, Annotated, 
or the General Digest, and wish to 
examine and test or compare either one, 
wewill gladly furnish sample parts gratis. 


—— in doubt, consult the General 

Sets, Sap aoe 
They Recommend Themselves. 

L. R. A. Gen. Dig. 

22 vols. $110. g vols. $54. 


The Lawyers’ Co-Op. Publishing Co., 


Rocuaster, N. Y. 





WANTED. 
A Reliable Representative in every 
County. Liberal Terms offered the 
Right Parties. Address, 
THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
(P. O. Box 411.) 4 Church St., New York. 
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Disousses current commercial law and litigation ; reports the latest de- 
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abreast of contemporary legal literature ; gives news of 
the movements of attorneys and law associations, 
and of all matters of interest to live 
practitioners 





SUBSCRIPTION PRICE: 
In the United States and Canada, $1 annually. In other Countries, $1.50 annually. 
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A weekly journal giving a complete review of all banking and financial matters, new 
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A LAWYER who fails to keep himself posted up to 
date soon falls behind in the procession. 





THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF OUR SYSTEM OF JURIS- 
PRUDENCE are wonderful, but we have not yet reached 
the ideal state. 





AN UPRIGHT LAWYER respects the obligations of; 
the profession and the sanctity of the laws, and would 
scorn to violate the one or suffer an infraction of the 
other. 





THE MOST SUCCESSFUL LAWYER of the future will 
be, not the man of the greatest forensic power, but the 
man who combines a profound knowledge of the law with 
@ high order of business talent. 





A TRUE LAWYER is a true man, an honest man, one 
who scorns to do or encourage a wrong thing. Such a 
practitioner will not seek to secure illegal ends by legal 
means, or legal ends by illegal means. 





__. IF LAWYERS RESTRICT THEIR WORK to legitimate 
methods,the profession will beelevated. Ifjudges construe 
the law and follow its letter and spirit, the ermine will 
never be disgraced. If juries seek to render just ver- 
dicts, without fear, favor or prejudice, the jury system 
will remain popular. If all this is done, public sentiment; 


— 
———— ee” 


THE JUDICIARY. 


The g»vernment of this republic, both in its federg) 
and state departments, is framed upon the basis of a po- 
litical trinity, whose powers and duties devolve upon off. 
cials constituting respectively the executive, the legisla. 
tive and the judicial units of this triune system. While, 
theoretically, and actually, so far as the letter of the seve. 
ral constitutions can make it so, each of these depart. 
ments of government are distinctly separate and indepen. 
dent of the others, and neither can, legally, encroach 
apon the province of the others, it requires but a little re. 
flection to force upon one the realization that by far the 
most potent branch of our government is the judiciary, 
Because it is the most potent, it is the most important, 
and is, therefore, the most dangerous or the most bene. 
ficent factor of governmental power, according to the 
manner in which it exercises its authority. 

The constitation of the United States and of each 
State, the charter of every city and of every corporation, 
the acts of Congress, of legislatures and of municipal 
councils, the rules and regulations of every board of di- 
rectors or other governing body, every contract and agree- 
ment which arises from the complex relations of commer. 
cial, social and domestic life, and every private letter, tele- 
gram or other communication, all carry with them no 
legal meaning until translated into legal language by the 
imperative interpretation of our courts of law. Whether 
there is constitutional or legislative sanction for the off- 
cial mandate of an executive officer or the duly enacted 
ordinance of a law-making body, depends entirely upon 
the decision of a court of last resort. So, too, the measure 
of legal force which is possessed by any such mandate or 
ordinance. Thus it is that all executive and legislative 
power depends ultimately upon the official approval of the 
judiciary. From the decisions of the supreme courts of 
our land there is no appeal. Their dictum is absolute, 

We are neither criticising or indorsing the wisdom of 
this condition, much less are we censuring judges, or sug- 
gesting their duties, nor are we considering how far, if at 
all, they should be subject to restraint. We are simply 
calling attention to the vital difference between the pow- 
ers of the judiciary and those of the executive and legis- 
lative departments of state, and showing that the abstract 
proposition is indisputably correct, that the judiciary pos- 
sess the constitutional power to nullify the very instru- 
ment that called it into official life, and to paralyze every 
other branch of governmental authority. That this ex- 
traordinary power has not thus far operated injariously 
is one of the chiefest glories of the legal profession from 
whose ranks are drawn the members of the higher courts. 
Just so long as an unsullied character and eminence ip 
legal knowledge are the only recognized essentials for 
high judicial office, just so long will there be, as now, no 
cause for alarm. "he order that the past and present éx- 
alted standard of our judiciary may be preserved, and that 
this most powerfal factor of our government may be ut- 
sullied in its administration, it is imperatively necessary 
that the morale and the intelligence of the profession 

shall be equal to every demand made upon it. For this 


reason alone, it is a cause of congratulation.that the rT 
quirements for admission to the bar are everywhere 





will uphold the courts and make the law supreme. 


raised and a stricter test of both heart and brain 
represen In this lies the security of the 
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“ TRUSTS.” 


Within recent years, commercial usage has s0 ex- 
tended the meaning of the word trust as to comprehend 
combinations of corporations or capitalists for the pur- 
pose of controling the price of articles of prime necessity 
or the charges of transportation for the public. The for- 
mation of gigantic combinations for these purposes has 
created alarm and excited the liveliest interest in the 
public mind, and many legislatures, State and National, 
have enacted laws for the purpose of punishing and re- 
pressing such aggregations. These laws are based upon 
the theory that all combinations amofg dealers in pro- 
yisions or other articles of prime necessity are contrary 
to public policy, upon which theory, too, rests the well 
settled principle that contracts to carry out such combi- 
nations are void. While these combinations are com- 
monly called “ monopolies,” they are not the technical 
monopolies known to the common law. 

Notable instances of the modern combinations were 
those of the manufacturing corporations engaged in re- 
fining sugar, which were declared illegal by the New York 
court of appeals in the case of People v. North River 
Sugar Refining Co., 121 N. Y. 582; “The Cotton-Seed Oil 
Trust,” State v. American Cotton Oil Trust, 40 La. Ann. 8; 
“The Diamond Match Trust,” Richardson v. Buhl | Mich. | 
43 N. W. Rep. 1102; “The Chicago Gas Trust,” People 
y. Chicago Gas Trust Co., 130 Ill. 268; “The Standard 
Oil Trust,” Rice v. Rockefeller |Sup.| 9 N. Y. Supp. 866; 
“The Cattle Trust,” Gould v. Head, 38 Fed. Rep. 886, and 
“The Alcohol Trust,” State v. Neb. Distilling Co. | Neb.| 
46 N. W. Rep. 155. For other cases of like character, see 
Morris Run Coal Co. v. Barclay Coal Co., 68 Pa. St. 173; 
Arnot v. Coal Co., 68 N. Y. 558; Lumber Co. v. Hayes, 76 
Qal. 387; Clancey v. Manufacturing Co., 62 Barb. 395; 
Craft v. McConoughy, 79 Ill. 346 ; Bagging Ass’n v. Kock, 
14 La. Ann. 168; Gibbs v. Gas Co., 130 U.S. 396; Oil 
Co. v. Adone, 83 Tex. 650, and Anderson v. Jett, 89 Ky. 
375. 

The instances of combinations shown by the cases 
cited serve to illustrate the causes of popular discontent 
and the evils which are sought to be remedied by legisla- 
tion. That contracts of such combinations, as applied 
to certain kinds of business, are unlawful, in the sense 
that they are not valid, there is no doubt; but whether 
the rule extends to every class of business is a different 
question. It surely extends to a business in which the 
public have a right, as distinguished from a business 
which may be merely beneficial to the public. Such is 
the carrying trade, the business of transportation by rail- 
road, communication by telegraph and the business of 
gas and other like companies which derive their right to 
condemn property from the fact that their business is es- 
tablished for a public use. Thus far we see clearly ; but 
when we come to a business not public in its character, 
in the sense indicated, difficulties arise. We find that 
most of the cases in which there were agreements among 
manufacturers and dealers to increase the price of their 
Wares and commodities, related to some merchantable 
article of necessity or of great utility. The cases pre- 
Viously named, all involved combinations embraced within 





_ this class or related to matters of transportation and in- 





tercommunication. Not only this, but an examination of 
the opinions in those cases shows that in each instance 
the decision turned on the fact that the subject matter 
was clearly within one of those classes. From this it 
would seem that there may be commercial combinations 
in the nature of so-called “ trusts,” to which the doctrine 
of trade conspiracies, or combinations in restraint of trade, 
will not, in the absence of special legislation, apply. 

The foregoing considerations are based upon the de- 
cision of the supreme court of Texas, in the case of Queen 
Ins. Co, et al. v. State, ex rel. Attorney General (24 8. W. 
Rep. 397), which discusses this matter along lines closely 
followed herein ; and with great thoroughness and learn- 
ing reviews the host of cases bearing thereon. 








AGENCY AND ITS PROOF. 





An agency cannot be proven by the acts and decla- 
rations of the agent. This is the undoubted general rule 
and it may extend as well to the proof of the extent of 
the agent’s authority. But there are some cases the very 
character of which requires some modification of this 
rule. Take, for instance, a case where the principal is 
an artificial individual, a corporation. Such a party works 
alone through agents. Every dollar it receives and pays 
must be received and paid through an agent. Every con- 
tract it makes, every duty it performs, must be made and . 
performed through some representative or agent. To de- 
termine the extent of authority conferred upon such an 
agent is often difficult, and it frequently becomes neces- 
sary to consider the character of the business, the man- 
ner in which it is usual to carry on the work, and the 
manner in which it was carried on, in order to determine 
or ascertain the power impliedly conferred upon the agent. 
Every agency carries with it, or includes in it, as an inci- 
dent, all the powers which are necessary or proper or 
usual as means to effectuate the purpose for which if was 
created. 

In other words, while it is the general rule that the 
fact of agency cannot be established by proof of the acts 
of the pretended agent, in absence of evidence tending 
to show the principal’s knowledge of such acts, or assent 
to them, yet when the acts are of such a character and 
so continued, as to justify a reasonable inference that the 
principal heard of them and would not have permitted 
the same, if unauthorized, the acts themselves are com- 
petent evidence of agency. Such acts are also evidence 
of the extent of the agent’s authority. 

Upon this necessary and wise modification of the 
general rule presented in the opening sentence, and amply 
sustained by authorities cited, the court of civil appeals 
of Texas, in the case of Missouri Pacific Ry. Co. v. Sim- 
mons et al. (25 8. W. Rep. 996) decides that on the ques- 
tion whether one holding the office of chief engineer and 
superintendent of construction of a railroad company had 
authority to pay a debt of a railroad contractor, the fact 


that there was a course of dealing between the engineer 
and the contractor whereby the former paid out large 
sums on claims against the contractor, when approved 
by him, and charged the amounts to the contractor’s ac- 
count, is competent evidence to prove the scope of the 
agency. This ruling is not only wholesome, but it affords 
a hint and a precedent for analagous cases. 
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THE RIGHTS OF SERVANTS. 





A servant, when he enters the service of another, 
impliedly assumes the hazard of the employment, includ- 
ing the negligence of fellow servants. This is the undis- 
puted rule of the common law. The implied assumption, 
however, is confined to those risks which are within, or 
naturally incident to, the employment. Therefore, if the 
servant is ordered to temporarily work in another depart- 
ment of the general business, where the work is of such 
a different character that it cannot be said to be within 
the scope of the employment, he will not, by obeying such 
orders, necessarily assume the risks incident to the work. 

On the other hand, the master is bound to provide 
for the safety of his servant in the course of his employ- 
ment, to the best of his judgment, information and be- 
lief. Not only so, but the master must, so far as he can 
by the use of ordinary care, avoid exposing his servants 
to extraordinary risks, and the failure of one who em- 
ploys servants in a dangerous and complex business to 
prescribe rules sufficient for its orderly and safe manage- 
ment is negligence. The servant, therefore, has the right 
to rely on the fact, when placed in a situation of danger, 
where engrossing duties are required of him, that the 
master will not, without proper warning, subject him to 
other perils unknown to him, and from which the work 
exacted necessarily distracts his attention. In other 
words, it is the duty of the master not to expose an inex- 
perienced servant, or a servant inexperienced in the spe- 
cial labor to which he is sent, and which labor involves 
its peculiar dangers, without warning him of the perils of 
the particular work. He must also give him such in- 
struction as will enable him to avoid injury, unless both 
the danger and the means of avoiding it are apparent. 

These salutary rules, founded in justice and public 
policy, are the corner stone of the decision in the interest- 
ing case of Michael v. Roanoke Machine Works (19 S. E. 
Rep. 261) recently decided by the supreme court of ap- 
peals of Virginia. The opinion presents the above 

stated doctrines in an effective manner, and helpfully 
sustains the several propositions with a number of well 
chosen cases. 








A MORTGAGE UPON A STOCK OF GOODS, which re- 
cites that it is the intention of the parties that the mort- 
gagor shall, by additions, keep the stock up to its then 
full value, is not, on that account, presumably fraudulent 
on its face. And where, under such a mortgage intended 
to cover additions, possession is taken by the mortgagee 
of the entire stock, including such additions, his right 
thereto is paramount to that of a creditor, whose judg- 
ment and execution were subsequent to such change of 
possession. 

These sound conclusions are the main features of the 
decision of the supreme court of Sonth Dakota, in the 
case of Ayers, Weatherwax & Reid Oo. v. Sundbach (58 N. 
W. Rep. 4), the discussion sustaining which is succinct 
and conclusive. The mortgage in question described the 
stock in general terms, nothing being listed or scheduled, 
and which general description was immediately followed 
by the words: “It being the intention that the addition 


the stock up to its present value.” As the court we 
said, as between the parties this provision could hayg 
meant but one thing. It clearly indicates the understand. 
ing between them that the stock should be kept up by 
purchases to its then value and that the mortgage should 
cover the stock so replenished. These words can be ey. 
plained upon no other theory. 

If the question at issue in this case had been be. 
tween the mortgagee and a creditor who had attached or 
levied upon the accretions while in the hands of the mort. 
gagor, there would be room for debate as to whether the 
language was sufficient, as between such contending par. 
ties, to extend the mortgage to such after-acquired stock, 
The above stated provision, however, whether operative 
or inoperative, would not make the mortgage fraudulent, 








THE LAW GIVES NO REMEDY FOR VCLUNTARY Nxg¢- 
LIGENCE. Generally speaking, therefore, if parties haye 
equal means of information, so that, with ordinary pr. 
dence or diligence, either may rely on his own judgment, 
they are presumed to have done so. If they have not done 
so, they must abide the consequences of their own folly 
or carelessness. As Chancellor Kent says: The common 
law affords to every one a reasonable protection against 
fraud in dealings, but does not go to the romantic length 
of giving an indemnity against consequences of indolence 
and folly, or a careless indifference to the ordinary and 
accessible means of information. When, therefore, the 
means of information are at hand and equally available 
to both parties, and the subject of purchase is alike open 
to their inspection, if the purchaser does not avail him- 
self of these means and opportunities, he will not be 
heard to say that he has been deceived by the vendor's 
misrepresentations. If, having eyes, he will not see mat- 
ters distinctly before them, where no concealment is made 
or attempted, he will not be entitled to favorable con- 
sideration when he complains that he has suffered from 
his own voluntary blindness and been misled by overcon- 
fidence in the statements of another. 

For a terse statement of the law epitomized in the 
foregoing paragraph, we recommend the case of Lake ». 
Tyree (19 8S, E. Rep. 787), decided by the supreme court 
of appeals of Virginia. 





A PARTICULAR CUSTOM OR USAGE of trade, to be 
valid, must be uniform and certain, aud in the absence of 
special agreement not optional with those to whom it ap- 
plies, and the party bound by it must have knowledge of 
it, unless it is so general, well established, and notorious 
that he may be presumed to have notice of it, or unless 
he is engaged in the same line of business himself to such 
an extent that knowledge of it may be presumed. 

In this forceful language, the supreme court of Minne- 
sota, in the case of Nippolt v. Firemen’s Ins. Co. of Ohi- 
cago (59 N. W. Rep 191), states the principles of law 
underlying the important question of custom and usage; 
and in accord with their doctrine holds that a person hav- 
ing no connection: with the insurance business except 
occasionally to take out policies of insurance on his prop. 
erty, is not ordinarily presumed to have knowledge of its 
customs. The specific questions of fact involved in this 





of stock will cover the amount sold and keep the value of 


case and the application thereto of the law involved, are 
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both interesting and valuable, but the above contains all 
of importance in illustration of the point of which this 
pote treats. 

THE ADOPTION BY A PRINCIPAL of the unauthor- 
jzed acts of an agent, goes back to the inception of the 
transaction and continues to its end. When, therefore, 
the unauthorized agreement of an agent has been ratified 
by his-principal, an action may be brought thereon, as 
though originally made by due authority. And it is not 
necessary in the first instance, to allege in the pleading 
the ratification. That may be shown in proof of the agree- 
ment. The ratification operates upon the act ratified pre- 
cisely as though authority to do the act had been pre- 
viously given, except when the rights of third parties 
have intervened between the act and the ratification. 

A reference to the case of Long v. Osborn (59 N. W. 
Rep 14), decided by the supreme court of Iowa, will find 
the a’ ove stated principles discussed and applied. This 
other helpful ruling is also contained in that decision : 
When declarations of an agent are admitted, under a 
promise to prove such agency, and the evidence tends to 
prove only a ratification of the acts and not an authority 
to act as agent when the declarations were made, they 
should be stricken out on motion. 








A SECRET TRUST ACCOMPANYING A SALE 18 a fraud 
that renders the contract void. No principle of law is 
better settled than this. The question as to whether there 
was a secret trust is a question of fact. When such fact 
is admitted, or in any way established, the fraud is an 
inference of law which the court is bound to pronounce. 
What motives may have animated the parties tothe trans- 
action is of no consequence. If they have so disposed of 
property that the necessary effect is to hinder and delay 
creditors, such a disposition is, in judgment of law, a 
legal fraud. For this reason evidence of the parties, in 
answer to the question of intention to defraud, is incom- 
petent. The question of intention is one to be determined 
from the facts and circumstances of each case. The proper 
facts having been established, the law, as above stated, 
fixes the intention. If the question of fraud was to be de- 
termined by the oath of the parties, it would obviate all 
necessity of proof of the circumstances attending the 
transaction. 

These fixed principles of law, considerably amplified 
and with ample sustaining authorities, are incorporated 
in the decision of the court of appeals of Colorado, in the 
case of Innis, sheriff, u. Carpenter (34 Pac. Rep. 1011), 
and will recompense a careful study. 





IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN AN ACTION FOR MONEY 


PAID UNDER MISTAKE, it is not sufficient for a plaintiff to 


prove that he has conferred a benefit upon the defendant 
by reason of such mistake. It must appear that the de- 
fendant has actually received money or that which the 
parties have treated as money. It is not sufficient that 
the defendant received a credit in account to which he is 
hot entitled. 

This clear and satisfactory statement of an import 
ant rule is the gist of the decision of the general term of 
the court of common pleas of the city of New York, in 
Mattlage, resp’t, v. Lewi, appt (56 N. Y. S. Rep. 282, 6 
Misc. Rep. 150). 














COVENANT IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE, 


A contract restraining one from following a lawful 
trade or cal ing at all, is invalid because it discourages 
trade and commerce and prevents the party from earning 
a living. But the right to agree to refrain from a calling 
within reasonable limits as to space, may have the con- 
trary effect. It encourages trade because it gives value 
to a custom or business built up by making it vendible. 
One would have an inducement, therefore, to serve the 
public honestly and efficiently, for he is not only profit- 
ing by the business, but the custom attracted by so doing 
is valuable, even after he is ready to retire from business. 
Besides, the rule enables him to find a purchaser who will 
also have an interest in so serving the public. It has 
been said that a restraint of this character, independently 
of any statute upon the subject, is binding even if the 
party in whose interests the restraint was imposed has 
retired from business and has no assignee. But in such 
a case only nominal damages could be recovered. It is 
quite clear that a covenant in restraint of trade is good 
if it does not go farther than is necessary to give reason- 
able protection to the person who imposes it. There is 
nothing illegal in such a covenant, but it is considered 
unreasonable if it imposes a larger restraint than is ne- 
cessary for the protection of the covenantee. Courts 
have, however, seen their way clear to treat such a cove- 
nant as divisible, and to enforce it to the extent to which it 
is deemed reasonable, while declining to enforce such part 


of it as is unreasonable. There are many reported cases 
in which covenants in restraint of trade have been held to 
be divisible as regards space, but whatever difficulty there 
may be in limiting such a contract as to space, there is 
none whatever in limiting one as to time. __ 

A thorough discussion of the foregoing principles 
will be found in the case of Brown v. Kling (35 Pac. Rep. 
995), lately decided by the supreme court of California. 








A SIGNIFICANT REPORT. 





The following portion of the verbatim report of the 
proceedings of the late meeting of the Missouri State Bar 
Association, which proceedings we shall print in full in 
our next issue, is self-explanatory, and a valued certifi- 
cate of the estimate in which this journal is held by the 
leaders of the profession and the officers of our bar asso- 
ciations. 

The President: Next, on Association and Legal Publication. 
W. C. Marshall, chairman. 

Mr. W. C. Marshall: The Committee simply desires to report 
that the annual proceedings were printed not as early as otherwise 
would have been the case owing to various causes, among them the 
fact that the proceedings were printed in fall in THE AMERICAN 
LAWYER and placed in the hands of the members of the association 
almost immediately after the adjournment of the last meeting, so 
that the Committee did not deem it necessary to do more than print 


this annual report in order to complete the series of reports that we 
have. 








A DECISION of more than ordinary interest was rendered lately 
by Justice Mudge of Evansville, Ill.. C. F. Staben, a saloon-keeper, 
brought suit against Louis Eberhart of that city for a balance of 
$14.95 alleged to be due for drinks sold the defendant. The evi- 
dence of several witnesses and of the plaintiff himself was to the 
effect that the defendant is a habitual drunkard. Allan D. Met- 
calfe, attorney for the defendant, took the ground that plaintiff in 
selling liquor to an habitual drunkard had violated the law and 
that he could not recover money for an unlawful act; that the con- 
tract was illegal, and being illegal, the consideration was void ab- 
solutely. The court took the same view of the matter and decided 


for the defendant. The case will likely be taken before the higher 
courts, an appeal being asked... 
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PARTNERSHIP — PAYMENT OF INDIVIDUAL 
CREDITORS—FIRM NOTE FOR INDIVIDUAL 
DEBT—VALIDITY AS TO FIRM CREDTORS. 


Supreme Court of Missouri. 
IN RE EDWARDS ET. AL. 
GODDARD-PEcK GROCERY Co. Vv. McCUNE.* 

1, The assets of an insolvent firm, before dissolution, may, with 
the consent of all the partners, be applied to the satisfaction of all 
the individual debts of the members of the firm, when done in good 
faith. Phelps v. McNeely, 66 Mo. 655, overruled. Seger v. Thomas, 
18 8. W. 33, 107 Mo. 635, followed. 

2. Firm notes, given in good faith to the individual creditors 
of the partners, and with the consent of all the members of the firm, 
for the purpose of i such creditors on equal terms with firm 
creditors in case of insolvency, are valid as against firm creditors. 
24S. W. 758, reversed. 

; — banc. Appeal from circuit court, Pike county ; E. M. Hughes, 
udge. 

Claim of John McCune against Champ Clark, assignee of Ed- 
wards & Wigginton, insolvents. Froma judgment disallowing the 
claim, claimant appeal: d to the St. Louis court of appeals, and that 
court certified the case to the supreme court for an opinion. There 
was a judgment of division No. 1 (24 8. W. 758) affirming the judg- 
ment of the trial court, and the case was transferred to the court in 
bane. Reversed. 

Fagg § Ball, for appellant. J. D. Hostetter, E. W. Major, and 
Eben Richards, for respondent. 

Burgess, J. This case was certified to this court from the St. 
Lonis court of appeals for the reason that one of the judges of that 
court was of the opinion that the decision filed in that court was of 
the opivion that the decision filed in that court was in conflict with 
the decision in the case of Sexton v. Anderson, 95 Mo. 373, 88. W. 
564. The opinion of the court of appeals is reported in 47 Mo App. 
307. The statement of Thompson, J., of said court, is as follows: 
‘‘ John McCune presented for allowance against the assigned estate 
of the partnership firm of Edwards & Wigginton a promissory note, 
made by said firm on the Ist day of July, 1889, for $2,000, payable 
one day after date, to his order, and bearing interest from date at 
the rate of 6 per cent. per annum. Calvin Wigginton also presented 
a note of the same date and tenor for the sum of $1,926. The assignee 
allowed both of these notes, and certain other creditors of the firm 
appealed to the circuit court. The circuit court disallowed the 
notes, and from its judgment disallowing the notes in favor of Mc- 
Cune th s appeal is prosecuted. The case was, by consent of par- 
tics, submitted to the court without a jury, and no declaration of 
law was asked or given. It appeared in evidence that the partner- 
ship firm of Edwards & Wigginton was found in March, 1889, and 
made an ass'gnment for the benefit of its creditors in July, 1890. 
The business was a retail grocery store. ‘lhe basis of the business 
was a stock in trade owned by the appellant, McCune, which Mc- 
Cune said to Edwards in 1887 for $2,600. When Edwards took Wig- 

inton in as a partner, in March, 1889, the stock was invoiced at be- 
Seone $3,300 and $3,400. They were to be equal partners, and the 
arrangement was such that Wigginton purchare a half interest in 
the stock in trade and business for $1 526, and then each partner 

ut into the business in cash the sum of $300. Tie indebtedness of 

dwards to McCune was originally ev denced by three unsecured 
promissory notes, maturing, respectively, in six, twelve and eighte. n 
months from date. Edwards had borruwed the money of McCune, 
and had made such payments that on the Ist of July, 1889, the in- 
debtedness of Edwards to McCune stood at $2,000. The $1,926 that 
Wigginton ut into the firm, as above stated, was entirely borrowed 
from his father, Calvin Wigginton. Of this, $900 was a note, due 
one day after date, and bearing interest at the rate ot 6 per cent. per 
annum; $500 was a like note, and the rest was not evidenced by 
any note. Thus it was that the interest of each partner consisted 
entirely of borrowed capital; that Edwards stil owed this claim- 
ant, McCune, $2,000 for his in er-st in the partnership capital and 
business ; that Wigginton, for his interest th ren, Gw:d his father 
$1,926. We proceed on the view that what each partner had thus s.v- 
erally borrowed to purchase his interest in the business was an indi- 
vidual, and not a partnership, debt. The firm seems to have lost 
money almost from the start, and McCune, becoming uneasy, re- 
quested Edwards to take up the individual n:tes of Edwards, held 
by McCune, with the notes of the firm. At the same time Wiggin- 
ton, Sr., thought that if McCune was going to have firm paper for 
the individnal note of Edwards, he, Wigginton, ought to have firm 
paper for what was due him from his son, as already stated. It was 
accordi: gly arranged between the partners and these individual 
creditors, respectively, that the two creditors should have firm 
papers; and on the Ist day of July, 1889, the firm executed its note 
to McCune in settlement of the individual notes of Edwards, and also 
ite note to Wigginton, Sr., in settlement of the individual debt of 


*Decision by court in banc on certificate from Division No. 1 of supreme court, 
and reversing the decision ef said Division, reported in our issue of last month.—Ep, 
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Wigginton, Jr, to him. The testimony leaves no room to doubt thy 
this was done in contemplation of a possible suspension, and thy 
avowed ,urpose of it was to put these individual creditors, in th 
event of a suspension, on an even footing with firm creditors. Bg. 
wards testified: ‘“‘ It was this way; I had a grea 

plan of securing him. He was willing to aid us tide over our dia. 
culties, if in any way to make himself safe—to take joint note fo 
the firm’s note. I spoke to Wigginton, my partner, about it, H, 
at the same time owed his father a like account, or very near it, 
insisted that he would want to secure his father as well as John Mo. 
Cune, so we mutually agreed to give them the firm’s note for the 
amount of each claim. Both of these notes were given at the sams 
time.’ Further on Edwards testified: ‘ We gave a firm note, sot 

in case of death or failure, — should share and fare like othe 
creditors.’ On the same point the other partner testitied : ‘We say 
the business was losing money; saw no prospect of times get 
better, owing to the competition on each side of us; and we did 
care to favor one person and not others. We wanted to treat every. 
body alike.’ When the firm failed, some six months later, its lia 
ties, including these notes, footed up to about $5,600. Its assets were 
invent ried at $3,149.95, but the as-ignee realized only the sum of 
$770 trom the sale of the entire stock _—- under order of the 
court at public auction, and had succeeded in collecting only $70 of 
the $626 due the firm from its customers. Of these liabilities about 
$1,500 were due to merchants from whom it had bought goods,” 


1. No principle of law is better settled than that, in the admip. 
istration of an insolvent partnership estate, the assets of the firm 
must be applied to the satisiaction of the firm creditors to the ex. 
clusion of the cre ditors of the individua' partners. Hundley v., Far. 
ris, 103 Mo. 78, 15 8. W. 312; Bank v. Brenneisen, 97 Mo. 148, 10 §, 
W. 884, and cases citedin each. The principle we think equally 
well settled by the more recent decisions of this court, as well ash 
the weight of judicia! authority in other jurisdictions, that the 
assets of an insolvent firm, before dissolution, may, with the con- 
sent of all the partners, be applied to the satisfaction of all the in. 
dividual debts of the m: mbers of the firm, when done in good faith, 
Sexton v. Anderson, 95 Mo, 380, 88. W. 364; Reyburn v. Mitchell, 
106 Mo. 365, 16 8. W. 592, and cases cited in each ; Seger v. Thomas, 
107 Mo. 635, 18 8. W. 33. As Phelps v. McNeely, 66 Mo. 555, is in 
conflict witu the cases last cited and the great weight of authority, 
it should not be followed, and is commana. Jones v. Lusk, 2 Mete. 
(Ky.) 356; i. v. Wamsley, 64 Iowa, 175, 20 N. W. 1; Schaeffer 
v. Fithian, 17 Ind. 463; Kirby v. Schoonmaker, 3 Barb. Ch. 46; 
Kennedy v. Bank, 23 Hun, 494; In re Kahley, 2 Biss. 383, Fed. Cas, 
No. 7,593; Warren v. Farmer, 1€0 Ind. 593; Trentman v. Swartzell, 
&5 Ind. 443; Case v. Beauregard, 99 U. 8.119; Purgle v. Farring- 
ton, 119 Ind. 164, 21 N. E. 543; Pepper v. Peck (R. 1.) 20 AAL 18; 
Anderson v. Norton, 15 Lea, 14; Huiskamp v. Wagon Co., 121 U. 8. 
310, 7 sup. Ct. 899; Coffin v. Day, 34 Fed. 687. In the case at bar 
the firm notes were given in sa isfaction of individual debts long 
prior to the dissolution of the partnership, and that transaction can- 
not be declared fraudulent at law on the ground simply that the firm 
was at the time insolvent, or was made so by the act of making 
those notes. 

2. 1f the partners composing the tirm of Edwards & Wigginton 
had by ment, in good faith, mortgaged or assigned all the 
assets of the firm, for the purpose of securing or paying the debts 
owing by them individually to McCune & Wigginton, respectively, 
though with the intention of giving them a preference over the firm 
creditors, the transact on could not be imp-ached. If, on the other 
hand, they had given these individual creditors a mortgage on the 
firm property, and to secure their individual debts, with the under- 
standing that they shonid continue in porsession of the property, 
and sell and dispose of it in the usual course of business, the mort- 
gage would have been fraudulent and void as to the other creditors. 
ihe object in giving these notes in the name of the firm to McCune 
and Wigginton was not to give them a preference over the partner- 
ship creditors, but was to put them all on an equal footing, so that 
they might share alike in the distribution of the firm’s assets in case 
of the firm’s assi ent. So lovg as a firm exists, it has the same 
right to dispose of the firm assets that an individual has of his own 
property, providing always that such dispesition is bona fide; but, 
if no lien has bee: created by it on its firm assets. and the firm as 
signs, as n the case at bar, then the firm creditors must be first 
paid. ‘Ihat the debts of McCune and Wigginton, when first created, 
were the individual de ts of the members of the firm of McCune & 
Wigginton, seems clear. ‘‘ Where there is a separate loan of money 
to one of several joint adventurers for the purpose of founding & 

artnership or joint adventure, the firm, when formed, will not be 
iable for advance, for the case is not distinguishable from one where 
reveral persons are to contribute their separate portions of money 
towards a common fund for joint purposes, and each is to borrow 
his own share upon his own separate account and credit. In short, 
in all cas.s of this srt, in order to bind the firm, the intended part 
ner must either have had an original authority to purchase goods of 
borrow money upon the joint account, and have exercised that al- 
thority by a purchase‘or loan on their account and not on his own 
exclusive credit, or the transaction must have been ratified 
adopted by the firm as one for which they were origina! ly liable, & 
for which they elect to give their joiut secarity.” Story, Parta.) 
148. See, alvo, Donnally v. Ryan, 41 Pa. St. 306; Wild v. Erik 2 
27 La. Ann. 171. The doctrine that firm assets must be first »pp 
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tothe payment of the firm’s debts is a principle of administration 

adopted b the courte when from any cause they are called upon to 

wind up the firm business, and find that the members have made no 

aes the or charge upon its assets. This is accomplished by mar- 
D 


ing the assets, by applying the partnership property to the part- 
perehip debts. The right of the firm creditors “is worked out 
through the partners,” the meaning of which is that they may de- 
mand the primary application of the firm assets to the payment of 
their debts. Schmiddlapp v. Currie, 5> Mies. 597. As the rights of 
the firm creditors ‘is worked ont through the partners,” it necessa- 
rily follows that whatever the firm, with the consent of all its mem- 
bers, does in good faith with the partnersbip property, is binding 
upon them. If, then. the firm had the right to assume, by and with 
the consent of both of ite members, the individual debts due them 
respectively to McCune and Wigginton, when this was done and 
they gave the firm notes and thereby assumed their payment, they 
became firm debts and should share pro rata in the distribution of 
the proceeds arising from the sale of the partnership assets with the 
other firm creditors. This is said to be conversion of debts, so that, 
if they were separate debts of the respective partners, they become, 
by the consent of the members of the firm, the joint debts of all the 

tners and will thereafter be treated as such. Story, Partn. $§ 

369; Ex parte Peele, 6 Ves. 601; Ex parte Jackson, 1 Ves. Jr. 
131; Siegel v. Chidsey, 28 Pa. St. 279. That the firm had the right 
to assume the individual debts of its members, and thereby convert 
them into debts of the firm, in the absence of fraud, and that the 
individual indebtedness waa sufficient consideration for such prom- 
ise by the firm, the authorities abundantly show. Siegel v Chid 
eey, supra; Case v. Ellis (Ind. App.) 30 N. E. 907. From these con- 
dawations we are of the opinion the judgment of the court of ap- 

s should be reversed and the cause remanded to that court, with 
aes to reverse the judgment of the circuit court, and remand 
the cause for a new trial in conformity with the opiuion of this court. 
It isso ordered. All concur. 


NATIONAL BANKS—GUARANTEE OF COMMER- 
CIAL PAPER—POWERS OF PRESIDENT. 





Supreme Court of Nebraska. 
THomas Vv. City NATIONAL BANK OF HASTINGS. 


1. While a National bank may not lend its credit for the accom- 
modation of others, still it may guaranty the payment of commer- 
cial paper as incidental to the exercise of its power to buy and sell 
the same. 

2, A., being indebted to a National bank, and being the holder 
of certain negotiable notes, indorsed them general y, and delivered 
them to the president of the bank, who negotiated them for vaiue to 
C., at the same time executing in the name of the bank a written 
ogee fl of payment. From the proceeds of the sale, A.’s debt to 

bank was cancelled. Held, following People’s Kank v. Manu 
facturers’ Nat. Bank, 101 U. 8. 181: First, that the guaranteeing of 
the notes under such circumstances was within the powers of the 
bank ; second, that the authority of the president to execute the 
guaranty would be conclusively presumed in favor of the purchaser 
acting without notice to the contrary; th:rd, that the retention and 
enjoyment by the bank of the proceeds of such transaction consti- 
tated a ratification of the president’s act. 

3. Where the evidence on behalf of the plaintiff suing upon such 
&guaranty tended to establish the state of facts set forth in the 
foregoing paragraph, it was error for the trial court, in the giving 
and por Hk of instructions, to withhold from the jury the law as 
above stated. 

(Syllabus by the court.) 


Error to district court, Adams county ; Gaslin, judge. 

Action by Joseph Thomas against the City Natioual Bank of 
Hastings. Judgment for defendant, and plaintiff brings error. Re- 
versed. 


Capps & Stevens and O. H. Dean, for plaintiff in error. M. 4. 
Hartigan and W. W. Morseman, for defendant in error. 


Irvine, C. The plaintiff in error sued the defendant in error, 
8 National bank, alleging that on Jan. 21, 1889, one Elsmere and one 
Knowlton made and delivered to Charles H. Paul certain promisso y 
notes secured by real estate mortgage of the same date. that Paul, 
in the ordinary course of business, indorsed and delivered the notes 
tothe bank. That the bank executed and delivered to plaintiff a 
guaranty as follows: 

“For value received, we hereby assign and transfer the within 
note t» Joseph Thomas, trustee, and guaranty pa) ment of the prin- 
cipal and interest on the eame on the terms and conditions stipu- 
lated in the mortgage of even date securing the samc. 
City National Bank, Hastings, Nebr., 

4 National Bank of ? By H. Bostwick, Pt. 
Seal 


-] 
Hastings, Neb. § 

That the foregoing contract was written upon each of said notes, 
and that plaintiff, relying thereon, and on the delivery of said notes 
and mortgage to him, paid over to the bank $10,500 as consideration 

for, which money was transmitted by ceriain bills of exchange 
Which were daly indorsed, received, aig. wy used, and transmitted 
t the credit of the bank. The petition then avers a default in pay- 
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ment, and the insolvency of the makers, and prays judgment upon 
the contracts of guaranty. The bank admitted the execution and 
delivery of the notes and mortgage, but denied the default of pay- 
ment. This defense was, however, waived on the trial. As a sec- 
ond defense, it denied the indorsement or transfer of the notes to 
the bank, or that the bank was ever the owner thereof; denied its 
execution of the guaranty; denied that it authorized the "ee ad 
to be executed; and denied the payment of any money by the plain- 
tiff to the bank. It then alleged that Bostwick (who is shown to 
have been the president of the bank), without any right or author- 
ity, and solely for the accommodation of a partnership of which he 
(Paul) and the makers of the notes were all members, wrote the 
transter and guaranty upon the notes, and rere forged the signa- 
ture of the bank. As a third defense, substantially the same allega- 
tions are repeated, and the defense of ultra vires set up. There was 
a fourth defense pleaded, but it was evidently abandoned in the dis- 
trict court, and has not been referred to in the argument here. The 
evidence on the part of the plaintiff tended to show that the notes 
and mortgage were made and delivered to Paul in payment for an 


| interest ina brickyard; that Paul was then indebted to the bank 


in the sum of ahout $7,000, $5,000 of which seems to have grown out 
of the brickyard business, but constituted a debt which Paul testi- 
fies he had individually assumed. Bostwick, the presi lent of the 
bank, took the notes and mortgage. Paul, having indorsed the 
notes, sold them to the plaintiff, writing the guaranty thereon be- 
fore their transmission. The payment was made by two drafts of 
the National Rank of Commerce of Kansas City upon the National 
Bank of the Republic of New York. Each was drawn to the order 
of the defendant bank. Each bank bears the following indorsement: 


‘Pay to the American Exchange Bank, New York, or order for col- 
lection, account of City National Bank, Hastings, Neb. J. M. Fer- 
guson, Cashier.” Ferguson was cashier of the defendant bank. He 
test fies he did not place the indorsement upon the drafts, and that 
he never saw them b-fore the trial, but that it was not his duty to 
wake sach indorsements; that they were generally made by the re- 
mittance clerk. The drafts were paid, and from the pr 8 Paul’s 
debt to the bank was cancelled, and the remainder passed to his 
credit. The method of bookkeeping pursued in order to accomplish 
this result is left doubtful by the evidence. But the evidence is un- 
contradicted that this result was reached. a one note 
of the series w s paid plaintiff in a draft through the City National 
Kank. A letters gned by Bostwick indicating that the bank paid 
it was excluded from evidence. The theory of the plaintiff is that 
the guaranty was within the scope of the bank’s authority and that 
of tre president, but, if not so, the bank, having adopted the benefit 
ef the transaction by receiving the proceeds in satisfaction of Paul’s 
debt, Bostwick’s acts were ratifi-d. The theory of the defendant is 
that the arrangement was a scheme between Bostwick, ihe makers, 
and the payee of the notes, constituting the brick company, to ob- 
tain money; that the bank never owxed the notes; and that the 
president’s act was not within the scope of his authority, but 
a nounted to a forgery, committed by him while acting individually, 
and that the guaranty was, in any event, a pledge of the bank’s 
credit, and ultra vires. From Rich v. Bank,7 Neb. 201, we quote 
the following: ‘‘As a general rule, the officers of a bank are held 
out tothe public as having authority to act according to the usage 
and course uf business of such institutions, and. their acts, within 
the seupe of their authori'y, bind the bank in favor of third persons 
having no knowledge to the contrary.” ‘And it may also be laid 
down as a rule that no officer of a bank can bicd it by a promise to 
pay a debt which the corporation dves not owe, aud was not liable 
0 pay, unlessthe bank authorize or has ratified the act.” In People’s 
Bank v. Manufacturers’ Nat. Bank, 101 U_ 8. 181, one Pickett made 
his notes for $50,000. paya»le to his own oider, indorsed them, and 
delivered them to the National bank, to be negotiated to the = 
tiff. The vice-pre-ident of the National bank, with the knowledge 
and consent of the presi‘ent and cashier, but without any author- 
ity from the board of directors, or from a —— of them as indi- 
viduals, transmitted the notes to the plaintiff, with a written guar- 
anty signed by himself. The plaintiff’s account with the defendant 
was debited with $50,000 on account of the notes. At the same time 
Pickett’s paper held by the defendant, was canceled to the same 
amount. It will be observed that in ail its essent-al features this 
cas+ was similar to the one under consideration, according to plain- 
tiff’s theory of the facts. The language of Mr. Justice Swayn» in 
that case is therefore entirely appropriate to this, and, so far as it 
concerns the law of the case, we quote it entire in lieu of an origi- 
nal discussion: ‘“‘The National bank act (Rev. St. p. 993, § 5136) 
ives to enery bank created under it the right ‘to exercise by its 
Seen of directors, or duly authorized agents, all such judicial pow- 
ers as shall be necessary to carry on the business of banking, by dia- 
counting and negotiating promissory notes, drafts, bills of exchange, and 
other evidences of debt, by receiving deposits,’ etc. Nothing in the 
act explains or qualifies the terms italicized. To hand o:er with an 
indorsement aud guaranty is one of the commonest modes of trans- 
ferring the securities named. Undoubtedly a bank might indorse 
‘Waiving demand and notice,’ and would bé bound accordingly. A 
guaranty is a less onerous and stringent contract than that created 
by such an indorsement. We see no reason to doubt that, under the 
circumstances of this case, it was com t for the defendant to 
give the guaranty here in question. Itisto be presumed the vice- 
resident had rightfully the power he assumed to exercise, and the 
efendant is estopped to deny it. Where one of two innocent par-. 
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ties must suffer by the wrongful a+t of a third, he who gave the 
nerd to do the wrong must bear the burden of the consequence. 
he doctrine of ultra vires has no application in cases like this. 
Merchants’ Bank v. State Bank, 10 Wall. 604. All the parties en- 
in the transaction, and the privies, were agents of the defend- 
ant. Ifthere were any defects of authority on their part, the re- 
tention and enjoyment of the proceeds of the transaction by their 
ame constituted an acquiescence as effectual as would have 
en the most formal words. These facts conclude the defendant 
from resisting the demand of the plaintiff. Whart. Ag. § 89; Bige- 
low, Estop. 423; Railroad Co. v. Howard, 7 Wall. 392; Kelsey v. 
Bank, 69 Pa. St. 426; Steamboat Co. v. McCutcheon, 13 Pa. St. 13. 
A different result would be a reproach to our jurisprudence.” The 
case involving to a certain extent the construction of the National 
banking act, the decision referred to is probably binding upon this 
court, but, whether it is or not, we accept it as a correct statement 
of the law. 

The errors assigned relate to the admission and exclusion of 
evidence, and to the giving and refusal of instructions. Some are 
not assigned with sufficient definiteness to permit a review. In 
ruling upon the evidence, the trial court seems to have proceeded 
upon the theory that the plaintiff had no right to rely upon the ap- 
parent authority of Bostwick, and that it was not competent to 
show a ratification by subsequent acts. In instructing the jury, he 
placed before it only the defendant’s theory of the case, and assumed 
that there was evidence to show that the guaranty was merely for 
the accommodation of the parties to the notes, and not within the 
line of the bank’s business. The in-tractions asked by plaintiff, and 
refused, were based upon competent testimony tending to establish 
his theory as we have ontlined it, and were in language receiving 
direct support from the case of People’s Bank v. Manufacturers’ Nat. 
Bank, supra. In failing to submit the case in this aspect to the 
jury the court erred. Reversed and remanded. 


PARTNERSHIP—GENERAL ASSUMPSIT—WHEN 
MAINTAINABLE. 








Supreme Court of Vermont. 
BEEDE V. FRASER, ET AL. 





Exceptions from Orange county court. Thompson, judge. 
General assumpsit by F. A. Beede against Fraser & Co. Judg- 
ment for plaintiff, and defendants except. Affirmed. 


Martin § Slack, for plaintiff. J. W. Gordon and E. W. Bisbee, 
for defendants. 


TYLER, J. The court below found the following facts: Prior 
to October 15, 1891, the plaintiff and one George were copartners, 
under the firm name of George & Beede, in the business of quarrying 
and selling granite at Barre, and the defendants, as copartners under 
the firm name of P. B. Fraser & Co., were engaged in manufactar- 
ing granite into monuments, etc. The former partnership was dis- 
solved about September 1, 1891. Prior to that time, it had sold and 
delivered to the defendants a quantity of granite, for which the de 
fendauts owed George & Beede; and the debt, by the contract of 
dissolution, became the property of Beede. The defendants were so 
notified before this suit was brought, and thereupon promised to 

y the plaintiff the amount of said deb*, and afterwards did pay 
im $50, leaving a balance due of $4.62. October 15, 1891, the plain- 
tiff and the defendants entered into copartnership under the firm 
name of Beede & Co.; and that firm c rried on the bnsiness of 
quarrying and sellivg granite, and prior to December 4, 1*91, sold 
the defendants granite to the amount of $90, which was due from 
the defendants to Beede & Uo. on that date, when the firm of Beede 
& Co. was d ssolved. The firm of Fras-r & Co., composed of Fraser 
and Smith, owed the $90 to the other firm, which was composed of 
Beede, Fraser, and Smith. The plaintiff was not a member of the 
defendant firm. The court found that as a par: of this contract of 
dissolution the plaintiff became the owner of all debts due to Beede 
& Co., and that concurrently with the making of the contract the 
defendants promised the plaintiff to pay him the demand of $90, but 
it certifies that these facis were found solely from Paper A, which 
is as follows: ‘Ths is to certify that the copartnership h-retofore 
existing by and between F. A. Keede, P. B. Fraser, and G. W. Smith, 
all of Barre, in the connty of Weshington and State of Vermont, 
under the firm name and style of Beede & Company, is hereby dis- 
solved by mutual agreement. And it is further agreed by and be- 
tween s1id Beede, Fraser, and Smith that the said F. A. Beede is to, 
and hereby agrees to, assume and pay all of the debts of the said 
firm, and to have and collect all of the debts due and owing said 
firm. Witness our hands and seals, and dated at said Rarre this 
fourth day of December,. 1891. F. A. Beede. [L.8.] P. B. Fraser. 
(L.8.] G.W.Smth ([L.8.]’ 

Before the dissolution the defendants owned the demand jointly 
with the plaintiff, and Beede & Co. couli not have maintained an 
action upon it against the defendants, because Fraser and Smith 
would have been both plaintiffs and defendants, and “no one can 
be interested as a party on both sides of the record.” Where two 
cumpanies are compo-ed in part of the same individuals, no action 
at law can be maintained by one against the other. Green v. Chap- 
man, 27 Vt. 236, citing Mainwaring v. Newman, 2 Bos. G P. 120, and 
Bosanquet v. Wray, 6 Taunt. 597; Dicey, Parties, role 22 Itis a 
general rule that ali the partners must join as plaintiffs in an action 
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at law to enforce a partnership claim, whether the action is broy 
before or after the dissolution of the partnership. Therefore, two 
partners cannot maintain a suit against a third to recover for goods 
charged to him on the partnership books, ——— by the contract 
of dissolution the two were to have all the debts due the firm, ther, 
being no promise by him to pay the other partners. Judd v. Wj 

6 Vt. 185. One partner cannot recover of another an unliqnida 
and unsettled balance of a Ss business. Spear v. Newe 
13 Vt. 288. But when, on the dissolution, one retained a portion of 
the partnership assets sufficient to pay a particular partner. 
ship debt, and agreed with his copartner to pay it, and the copart. 
ner was afterwards obliged to pay it, it was held that he could re. 
cover in assumpsit the amount so paid. Hicks v. Cottrill. 25 Vt. ao, 
As a rule, assumpsit will not lie by one partner against his copa: tner 
in respect to any matter connected with the partnership transac. 
tions, or which would involve the consideraticn of their partnershj 
dealing. Yet one may sustain an action against his copartner on 
an express contract or covenant to do or omit any particular act not 
involving any question as to the general accounts. And when the 
parties by an expr-ss agreement, separate a distinct matter from the 
partnership dealing, and no one expressly agrees to pay the other, 
specified sum for that matter, assumpsit will lie on the agre men 
though the matter arose from the ee ae Collamer y, 
Foster, 26 Vt. 754. ‘It is quite clear,” says T. Parsons on Partner. 
ship (section 190), ‘‘ that certain particular and distinct transactions 
may be separated from the affairs or business of the partnership, by 
the agreement of the parties. Then, those persons who are concerned 
in this separated matter are not as partners to each other, although 
in all other business relations they remain partners.” Where part 
ners agree to divide a partnership debt, and the debtor assents to. 
it, and promises one of the partners to pay him his mviety, such 
partner may maintain an action for his moiety against the debtor, 
1 Lindl. Partn. 265, citing Blair v. Snover, 10 N. J. Law, 153. After 
a dissolution, and a balance has been struck and agreed upon by the 
partners, one may maintain assumpsit against the other to recover 
his balance upon an implied promise. Spear v. Newell, 13 Vt. 292; 
Warren v. Wheelock, 21 Vt. 323; Gibson v. Moore, 6 N. H. 547; 
Wilby v. Phinney, 15 Mass. 121; Wheeler v. Wheeler, 111 Mass. 247, 
Assumpsit lies where, after dissolution and settlement, one partner 
received more than was bis due. Bond v. Hays, 12 Mass. 14; Clark 
v. Dibble, 16 Wend, 601. 


The ¢efendants contend that the evidence of a promise is, in the 
express terms of Paper A, ‘‘to have and collect all debts due and 
owing the firm,” and that, the paper being under seal, no action at 
law bot covenant will lie. But the paper contains no express prom- 
ise. Before the contract was executed, the debt belonged to the 
plaintiff and defendants. By the contract the interest of the part- 
ners therein was separat d, and the demand became the sole pro 
erty of the plaintiff. Its covenants are that the partnership shou 
be dissolved ; that the plaintiff should pay the debts owed by the 
firm, and bave the debts owing to it. Of these covenants the paper 
was proper evidence. The promise to pay the $90 arises by implica- 
tion of law from the fact of the assigument by the firm of al the 
debts to the plvintiff, with the right to collect them. The case is 
distingui-hable from McKay v. Darling, 65 Vt. 639, 27 Atl. 324, where 
the plaintiff sued to recover for services in sawingand drawing lum- 
ber, and for'damages occasioned by defendant’s failnre to furnish 
slabs pursuant to an a ment under seal. In that case, and in the 
other cases cited by defendant’s counsel on this point, it was held 
that assumpsit would not lie where the damages claimed were 
caused directly by a breach of covenant. In the notes to Cutter vy. 
Powell, 2 Smith, Lead. Cas. 17, it is said that where the special con- 
tract remains open, unperformed, and there has been no fault or 
omission on the part of the defendant, indebitatus assumpsit wil) 
not lie. But if it bas been wholly executed on the part of the plain- 
tiff, and the time of payment on the other side is passed, a suit may 
be brought on the special contract, or a general assumpsit may be 
maintained. See cases there cited. In Moulton v. Trask, 9 Mete. 
(Mass.) 577, Shaw, C. J., said: “When a special contract is open 
and unexecuted, and the plaintiff proceeds for a breach of it, be 
must declare specially, and set it out, and aver a breach ; and in- 
debitatus assumpsit will not lie, But when a contrect is at an end, 
either by its own original terms, or by the subsequent consent of the 
parties, or by the unjustifiable act of the defendant, and nothing re- 
mains but to pay money, indebitatus assumpsit w ll lie, althongh 
the debt accrued under a special contract; and such special contract 
may be proper and necessary evidence in support of the action.” 
Canada v. Canada, 6 Cush. 15; 2 Greenl. Ev. § 194. In Bank v. Pat 
terson, 7 Cranch, 299, Judge Story saic : ‘It was undoubtedly true 
that a security under se ge a simple contract debt, be- 
cause it is of a higher nature. But this effect never has been at- 
tributed to a sealed instrument which merely reeoguizes an existiv 
debt, and pro: ides a mode to ascertain its amount and liquidation. 
This subject is lucidly discussed in the notes to Cutter v. Powell, 2 
Smith, Lead. Cas. 61, as follows: ‘‘The cenfusion and a 
which exist in the books in relation to this matter of special 
general assumpsits have arisen from an erroneous imprersion that 
when there has beena 1al contract, and the plaintiff brings gene 
ral assumpsit, the special contract of the defendant is in some de 
gree, or to some extent, the ground of the plaintiff’s recovery. 
impression arises from an error as to the legal nature »nd ground of 





general a-sumpsit, which rests only on a legal liability epringing 
out of a consideration received; and the difficulty clears away 
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iskept always in mind that in no case in which | gemenn assumpeit 
prought, though there may have been a special agreement, does 
the pluintiff legally ground his claim at all upon the special agree- 
ment or promise, nor derive any right from it, nor make it any part 
of his case. He proceeds exclusively upon the implied legal engage- 
ment or obligation of the defendant to pay the value of services 
ordered or received by him. In special assumpeit the express prom- 
jse of the defendant is an integral, essential part of the plaintifi’s 
ht and of hie declaration, because it fixes the measure of d«mages 
to which he is entitled. But in general assumpsit he claims, not the 
conventional, but the legal, measure of damages belonging to the 
consideration which he proves, and that is the actual value of the 
consideration ; and the promise or express con'ract can have no 
weight in the proceeding, except as evidence of the fact of consider- 
ation, or of its value. Whenever, therefvre, the plaintiff brings 
ral assumpsit, he grounds his claim, not upon the special con- 
tract; but the rule of law is that, if the defendant can show that 
there has been a special contract in relation lo the matter, he will 
defeat the plaintiff's general assumpsit: tor the law will not imply a 
mise where there has been an express one. That is tosay, where 
there has been a conventional measure of damages, fore settled by 
mutual agreement, the plaintiff shall not cut loose from it, and claim 
the legal measure of damages.” In this case no covenant in Paper 
Awas broken. It contained no promise by the defendants to pay 
the $90 to the plaintiff. The plaintiff's right of action arises by im- 
plication from the fact of the assignment of the demand to him, and 
not from an express promise to pay it. (pon this ground, general 
asumpsit is maintainable. Judgment affirmed. All concur. 


BILLS AND NOTES—INDORSEMENT— 
DEFENSE. 








Supreme Court, New York. 
Davip SHaw, App’LT, V. OLIVER P. OUTWATER, ET AL., RESP’TS. 





The indorser of a promissory note can have no defense to it on 
the ground « f invalidity for any cause. 

The maker has no defense to a note in the hands of a bona fide 
purchaser, where he has, when he gave it, the same knowledge of 
the general nature of the payee’s business, out of which it arose, as 
the purchaser had when he bought it. 

otion for a new trial on a case and exceptions ordered to be 
heard in the first instance at the general term, after a verdict was 
directed by the court. 


D. P. Brong, for the motion; Q. G. T. Parker, opposed. 


Dwicet, P. J. The action was against the maker and indorser 
of a promissory note for $100 given jor ‘‘seed grain.” The case is 
one of a class familiar to the courts, but presents some novel feat- 
ures, which complicate the narrative, if they do not materially affect 
the disposition of the case. Allth parties to this action, succes. 
sively, yielded to the seductive inducements of a scheme in all res- 
pects similar to that known as the “ Bohemian Oat Swindle.” ‘The 
mee corporation at the bottom of the scheme in this case was 

troduced by its agents as the “ Pennsylvania Seed Company, 
Limited.” The agents of the scheme sold oats for seed at $15 a 
bushel, and gave what purported to be a “ bond” of the company, 
by which iv agree’ to sell for the purchaser, the next year, double 
the quantity of oats sold to him, at the same price which be paid, 
less 334 per cent. commissions; he to receive his pay in the notes, 
presumably, of the purchasers of his product. The operation in this 
case began with the plaintiff. In the fall of 1887 he, in company 
with anoth:r man, bought twenty bushels of the seed oats and gave 
their note for $300, which they paid when it became due. Their pro- 
duct, or a portion of it, was sola the next fall (1888) by the agents 
of the scheme, to the defendant Crossman, on the same terms; and 
the plaintiff received, as his share of the proceeds of the transaction, 
man’s note for $200. In the fall of 1889, tem t ushels of Cross- 
man’s product were sold to the defendant Outwater, and Crossman 
received therefor Outwater’s note for $100, which is the note in suit. 
When Crosew an's note, held by the plain iff, was about to become 
due, he proposed to take it up if the plaintiff would accept another 
man’s note in part payment; and he offered the plaintiff his choice 
of two notes of $100 «ach, one of which was Outwater’s. The plain- 
consented to accept the latter if Crossman would indorse it, 
which he did, and delivered it to the plaintiff, and paid the balance 
of his own note in money, and took it up. Both the defendants seek 
to defend on the ground of want of consideration for their respec- 
tive contracts, that those contracts were procured by fraud, and that 
they were contrary to public policy. In addition to the facts above 
briefly recited, the testimony on the part of the defendants tended 
to show that the agents of the scheme, when the oats were sold to 
them, respectively, represented the Pennsylvania Seed Company, 
Limited, to be a re incorporated company, and a reliable and re 
ores institution, and tbat those representations were false and 
udulent; but the evidence that such representations were made 
to the defendant Outwater was contradicted by the sgent who was 
charged with making them 
pcn these proots the learned judge at the circuit directed a 
& verdict for both of the defendante. We think the defendants were 
Rot entitled to such a direction; but, on tie contrary. that the 
intiff was entitled to a verdict in his favor against both of them. 





Proposition that the contracts in question were void, as against ¢ 





public policy, is negatived by the decision of this court in the case 
of Watson v. Blossom, 18 St. Rep. 726; 4.N. Y. Sapp. 489. The de- 
fense of want of consideration evidently fails as to both of the de- 
fendants. Outwater gave the note for seed oats which he bought 
with a speculative interest, and Crossman indorsed the note in con- 
sideration of the surrender of his own obligation for the same 
amount. It is clear, we suppose, that Crossman could have no de- 
fense to the note on the ground of its invalidity for any cause, since, 
by his contract of indersement, he himself guaranteed its validity, 
as well as ite payment. Erwin v. Downs, 15 N. Y. 576; Remsen v. 
Graves, 41 N. Y. 475. And the only ground of defense which re- 
mained to Outwater, the maker, was that the note was procured 
from him by frandulent repreeentations, viz.: as to the corporate 
character and responsibility of the company which gave him the 
bond on which he relied. But the case is devoid of evidence toshow 
that the plaintiff had any knowledge either that such representa- 
tions were made to Oatwater, or that they were false. He had 
bought his seed oats two years before of the same company, upon 
similar assurances, which bad been entirely fulfilled. There seems 
to be no ground whatever, in the evidence before us, for the charge, 
rather freely made in the argument of couns+l, that the plaintiff was 
engaged in promoting the swindle of the ‘‘seed-grain business.” On 
the contrary, he was, as Crossman and Outwater wer, a purchaser 
of seed grain, for which he gave his note as they did, and, so far as 
appeare, in the same reliance upon the representations and coven- 
ants of the -eed-grain company. We find no difference whatever in 
the legal or meal status of the three, in their relations tothe scheme. 
All of them understcod the mode of its operation. The defendant 
Outwater himself testifies that he knew that, in oder that he should 
profit oy the transaction, it must be repeated with some other per- 
son. He knew that Crossman had gone into the scheme, the pre- 
vious year, and that this year Crossman’s oats were sold to him, and 
that his note was to go to Crossman. He understood that, whereas 
he was a purchaser of *‘seed oats” this year, he was to be a seller 
next year, and his only query was “ where the thing would stop.” 
Unfortunately for his hopes, it stopped toosoon for their realization. 
The “company” went out of business the winter after he bought his 
seed, and nobody came next year to sell his product at $15 a bushel. 
This was the risk that all three ran, and the only disadvantage to 
Outwater was in the time when he purchased. H's defense to this 
action, on the record before us, fails because he has failed to show 
that the plaintiff had any knowledge of the particular fraud 
trated upon him; and, so faras appears, he had the same knowledge 
of the general nature of the business when he gave the note as 
plaintiff had when he bougiti:. The plaintiff’s motion for a new 
trial must be granted. 

So ordered, with costs to abide the event. 

All concur. 


ACCORD AND SATISFACTION—WHAT CONSTI- 
TUTES—ACCEPTANCE OF PART PAYMENT. 








Supreme Court of Michigan. 
LEESON V. ANDERSON, 





1. Where a claim is undisputed, payment of a part thereof fur- 
nishes no consideration for a promise by the creditor to wholly dis- 
charge the debtor. 

2. The creditor need not, before bringing suit for the unpaid 
balance of the claim, tender a return of the part paid on the at- 
tempted settlement. 

Erior to circuit court, Grand Traverse county; J. G. Ramedell, 
Judge. 
cXction by John Leeson against Humphrey B. Anderson. Judg- 
ment for defendant, and plaintiff brings error. Reversed. 

Sawyer § Bishop, for appellant. Pratt § Davis, for appellee. 

MonTGOMERY, J. This case presents the question of whether 
the acceptance, by the holder of a promissory note past due, of a 
less sum than the face of the note, with an agreement to discharge 
the debt, operates to fully realized the debtor. We are constrained 
to hold that it does not. The debtor, in paying a portion, only, of 
the debt, when he is bound to pay the whole, furnishes no consider- 
ation for a promise by the creditor to discharge him, and such pay- 
ment is treat: d in Jaw as a payment pro tanto only. See 2 Daniel, 
Neg. Inst. § 1289, and cases cited. See, also, Harrison v. Close, 2 
Johns, 448; Ryan v. Ward, 48 N. Y. 206; Bridge Co. v. Murphy, 13 
Kan. 40; Smith v. Schulenberg, 34 Wis. 46; Wheeler v. Wheeler, 11 
Vt. 6; Bailey v. Day, 26 Me. 88; Bright v. Coffman, 15 Ind. 371; 
Headley v. Hackley, 50 Mich. 45, 15 N. W. 633. See, also, note to 
Cumber v. Wane, 1 Smith, Lead. Cas. 535 et seq. The result is dif- 
ferent if payment is made in compromise of aclaim over which there 
is an honest disput», or by general composition with creditors, or if 
the payment be in something other than money. It was contended. 
in the present case that, before suit was brought for the portion re- 
maining unpaid, the plaintiff should have tendered back the amount 
ueenieed and thus repudiated the settlement; and defendant’s coun- 
sel cite Pangborn v. Insurance Co., 66 Mich. 683, 35 N. W. 814, as 
sustaining this contention. But in that case the plaintiffs only 
ground for setting aside the settlement was that it was effected by 
iraud. If there had been no fraud, the settlement was admittedly 
valid, and effectual to discharge the debt. Such was also the case 
in Jewett v. Pettit, 4 Mich. 508. The settlement, but for the al- 
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leged frand, was good and valid, and it was held that the plaintiff 
was bound to rescind this transaction before he could treat it as a 
nullity. But such is not the case here. No fraud was practiced. 
The defendant has simply failed to pay the amount which he owed, 
and, under the authorities cited, this was payment pro tanto, leav- 
ing the remainder unpaid. The defendant, by paying a portion of 
his indebtedness, has not been induced to part with any money 
which, by the obligation of his contract, he was not bound to pay; 
and the payment which he has made is ineffectual to discharge wholly 
plaintiff's «claim, because it was not sufficient in amount, and be- 
cause the plaintiff’s agreement to release the defendant was not upon 
any valid consideration, and hence the relations of the parties are 
the same as though such agreement had not been made. 

We do not overlook the several objections to the proceedings 
which are taken by defendant’s counsel, but there was a finding of 
law and fact, and a general exception, which, with the error assigned 
upon such finding, is sufficient to raise the anestion of whether the 
findings support the judgment. The conclusion of law stated by the 
trial judge was that ‘the parties had a right to compromise the 
debt, and that the — had a right to take less than the face of 
the claim upon condition of a payment of a part of the same; and, 
if he did so, that was a sufficient consideration to make the 
compromise valid and binding.” This conclusion of law was neces- 
sary to support the judgment, and, being at variance with the views 
of this court as herein expressed, it follows that the judgment below 
should be reversed, and a judgment entered in this court for the 
amount remaining due, $340, with interest from December 9, 1892, 
together with the costs of both courts. The other justices concurred. 





CHECKS — PRESENTMENT AND PAYMENT — 
DILIGENCE OF PAYEE. 





Court of Appeals of Maryland. 
ANDERSON V. GILL. 





1. The payee of a check deposited it for collection with Bank 
_ A. on the same day it was made. The bank presented it for pay- 
ment the next day, shortly before 11 o’clock, and the drawee’s check 
on Bank B., only a few blocks distant, was taken in payment. The 
drawee became bankrupt at 1 o’clock. Several checks given after 
this one, by the drawee on Bank B., were paid before 1 o’clock. Be- 
fore 3 o’clock Bank A presented the check in question for payment, 
which was refused, whereupon it immediately went to the drawee, 
and, after recovering the original check, protested it. Held, that 
the drawer of the check was not liable thereon. 

2. When the payee of a check takes from the drawee, who has 
ample funds of the drawer, a check of the drawee on some other 
bank, instead of money, the payee must use the utmost diligence to 
present the substituted check for payment, in order to hold the 
drawer liable on the check in case ot the bankruptcy of the drawee. 
kKiy 3. Where the payee of a check makes a demand on the drawee, 
and receives something other than cash in payment, he cannvut, by 
making a second demand, though within the time allowed for pre- 
senting a check, undo the first, and render the drawer liable on the 
bankruptcy of the drawee. 

4. Inesuch a case the fact that the drawer would have been 
equally injured in case the first demand had not been made is im- 
material 
3u.. Appeal from court of common pleas. 

Action by N. Rufus Gill, executor of Mary 
William H. Anderson. 
appeals. Reversed. 
~ Argued before Rosinson, C. J., and BRYAN, BRISCOE, ROBERTS, 

and McSHERRY, JJ. 
vuln EE. C, Eichelberger, for appellant. N. Rufus Gill and Wm. S. 
Bryan, Jr., for appellee. 

McSHERRY, J. On the 13th of January, 1892, Anderson, the ap- 
pellant, drew bis check in favor of Mary A. Dodge on J J. Nichol- 
son & Sons, bankers in the city of Baltimore, for $693.03, and de- 
livered it to the payee the same d:y. She forwith deposited it to 
her credit in her account with the Old Town Bank, of the same 
city, duly indorsed for collection. On the following day, the 14th, 
the Old Town Bank sent the check by its runner to the banking 
house of Nicholson & Sons, where it was presented for payment 
shortly before 11 o’clock, a. m, during the usual hours of business. 
Anderson had to his credit on deposit with Nich Json & Sons at 
that time $5,000, available for the — of the check. Instead 
of getting cash for the check the runner accepted in 
lieu thereof a check drawn by Nicholson & Sons on the 
Western National Bank for the precise amount of Anderson’s check, 
and delivered up the latter to Nicholson & Sons. The banking 
house of Nicholson & Son was situated about three blocks distant 
from the Western National Bank, and it would not have required 
more than from 5 to 10 minutes for the runner to have walked from 
the one to the other. But in place of doing this, and presenting 
Nicholson & Sons’ check to the Western National Bank, and get- 
ting it cashed or certified, he took it to the Old Town Bank, where 
it remained in the possession of the latter until after Nicholson & 
Sons failed and closed their doors at 1:30 p. m. the same day. By 
this failure, Anderson lost the $5,000 on deposit to his credit wit 
them. Up to that hour the Western National Bank had ample 


A. Dodge, against 
From a judgment for plaintiff, defendant 





———————.., 
———— 


fands belonging to Nicholson & Sons with which to cash the check 
given to the Old Town Bank. Shortly before 3 o’clock, and 
the failure of Nicholson & Sons, the Old Town Rank sent the check 
it had received from Nicholson & Sons in lieu of Anderson’s ¢ 

to the Western National Bank, and presented it for payment, but it 
was dishonored ; whereupon the runner went with it to the bank 
house of Nicholson & Sons, to surrender it, and to demand a return 
of Anderson’s cheek, but he was unable to gain admittance. Abogt 
5 p. m. of the same day, the cashier of the Old Town Bank was qj. 
lowed to enter, and, at his instance, a notary public took a copy of 
Anderson’s check, and protested the check, of which notice wa 
mailed the same evening to Anderson, and received by him the next 
day. Subsequently, the Old Town Bank replevied the check from 
the trustees of Nicholson & Sons, and still has it, that case not hay. 
ing been dis of yet. After the Anderson check had been pre. 
sented to Nicholson & Sons, on the morning of January 14th, and 
after the runner of the Ola Town Bank had surrendered it, and ae. 
— in lieu of it the check on the Western National Bank, two 
other checks were given by Nicholson & Sons upon the Western 
National Bank,—one for $1,900, to the runner of the Merchants’ Ng. 
tional Bank, und one for $1,800, to the runner of the N tional] Bank 
of Baltimore,—and each of these was presented to the Wes'ern Ng 
tional Bank before 1:30 p. m. of the same day, and paid or cert: fied 
by it. With this state of facts existing, the executor of Mary 4, 
Dodge sued Anderson to recover the $692.03 due by him to her when 
the check was given on January 13, 1892; and the inquiry presented 
by the record is whether, under the circumstances, Anderson ig 
still liable for that debt. It was held by the court below that he 
was, and from the judgment against him he has appealed. 


As between the parties to a check, the drawer remains liable 
upon it to the holder until the bar of the statute of limitations 
supervenes and releases him, if availed of, unless the omission or 
neglect of the holder to present it within a reasonable time after its 
receipt has resulted in injury or loss to the drawer. A failure of the 
bank which is the drawer of the check, and which held on deposit 
a fund to meet it, by which failare the fund is lost, presents the 
usual, if not the only, case in which delay of the holder in making 
—— or giving notice of dishonor devolves loss upon him. 

aniel, Neg. Inst. § 1690. Speaking generally, what is a reasonable 
time depends on the facts of each particular case; but it is thor- 
oughly settled that the reasonable time allowed the holder for 
_ nting a check when he receives it in the same place where the 

ank on which it is drawn is located is till the close of banking 
hours on the next secular day ; and if, in the meantime, the bank 
fails, the loss will fall on the drawer, Id. 1591; Byles, Bills, side 
page 14; Moule v. Brown, 4 Bing. N. C. 266; Roddington y, 

chlencker, 4 Barn. & Adol. 752. Every drawer of a check assumes 
the risk of the drawee’s solvency during the period of time. It is 
consequently obvious that Anderson would have con’ inued liable 
had the check been presented on the 14th, during business ho 
though after the failure of Nicholson & Sons. Bat it was presen 
to the drawees before the failure, and would have beed paid when 
presented had the cash been then demanded; or, had the check on 
the Western National Bank been presented for payment or certifica- 
tion at any time that day before Nicholson & Sons actually sus- 
pended and closed their doors, the money would have been obtained. 
While, therefor, it is apparent that the mere passivity of the holder 
—her mere failure to present the check on the 14th prior to the sus- 
pension of the drawees—would not of itself have discharged the 
drawer, yet another element has entered into the case, and, the 
holder having chosen to present the check before there was any ob- 
ligation on her part to do so, and having furthermore chosen, 
through her agent, to surrender it, and to accept the drawee’s check 
instead of money, what, then, became of diligence which she owed 
to Anderson in order tostill hold him liable? This is the crucial 
question in the case. 


Now, a check on a bank or banker is payable in money, and 
in nothing else. Morse, Bank (2d Ed.) p. 268. The drawer, having 
funds to his credit with the drawee, has a right to assume that the 
payee will, upon presentation, exact in payment precisely what the 
check was given for, and that he wili not accept, a lieu thereof, 
something fer which it had not been drawn. It is certainly not 
within his contemplation that the payee should upon presentation, 
instead of requiring the cash to be paid accept at the drawor’s risk 
a check of the drawee upon someother bank or banker, The holder 
had a right to make immediate demand for payment upon receipt 
of Anderson’s check, though she was not bound todo so. When her 
agent, the Old Town Bank, the collecting bank being the agent of 
the holder (Dodge v. Trust Co., 93 U. 8. 379), did make demand, it 
was only authorized to receive money (Ward v. Smith, 7 Wall, 
451): and the acceptance by the collecting agent of anything el ¢ 
rendered it as liable to the holder as though it had collected the 
cash. Bank v. Ashworth, (Pa. Sup.) 16 Atl. 596. The acceptance 
of Nicholson & Sons’ check on the Western National Bank wa 

ayment of Anderson’s check, or it was not. If it was, as it would 
be according to the Massachusetts doctrine (The Kimball, 3 Wall, 
37), then his liability was extinguished. If it was not a payment, 
then the holder’s collecting agent is responsible to her fr having 
given up the check without payment; and, if injury resulted to 
Anderson by reason of that agent’s failure to use due diligence 10 
converting Nicholson & Son’s check into money, then, also, is An- 





| derson discharged, because of the agent’s failure to use due diligenc®, 
is the failure of that agent’s principal. But, while a check draw? 
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fide on @ banker having funds of the drawer is prima facie 
nt if accepted as cash (Woodville v. Reed, 25 Md. 190), still, 

the absence of an express ——— the acceptance of a check 
of either the debtor or a thir rty is, in fact, merely conditional 
ment; that is, satisfaction of the debt if and when paid (Hainer 

Ly roe, 41 Md. 221). But the acceptance of such check implies 

gp undertaking of due diligence in presenting it for payment, and, 

ifthe party from whom it is received sustains loss by want of such 
ce, it will be held to operate as actual payment. Kilpatrick 

y, Association, 119 Pa. St. 30 12 Atl. 754; Freeholders of Middlesex 

7, Martin, 20 N. J. Eq. 39. What, then, is the degree of diligence 

required under such conditions ? 

The rule fixing the close of business hours of the next secular 

as areasonable time within which a check may be presented, 
go as to hold the drawer when drawn on a bank in the same place 
where it is delivered, has rela ion only to the contract and liability 
of the parties to the instrument, and does not apply to a check given 
by the drawer to the payee, or to the agent of the payee, of the 
original check, upon its surrenler. There is no unbending or in- 
fexible rule governing this latter condition of facts, and, in the 

nature of things, there could not well be. What would be due dili- 

ce under one condition of facts — be negligence under differ- 
ent circumstances ; and all that can be definitely laid down is that 
each case must in this particular be decided upon its own peculiar 
facts, though in no instance can the liability of the drawer be ex- 
tended beyond the period which would ordinarily limit it. The 
holder of a substituted check taken upon the surrender of the orig- 
inal check to the drawee thereof must use sach diligence in present. 
ing it for payment as a prudent man would under like conditions 
ue. This imposes no hardship upon the person who voluntarily ac- 
cepts the drawee’s check instead of cash. If he has had an ample 
and abundant time to convert the drawee’s check into money, and 
still omits to do so, obviously he has not used due diligence; and the 
results of such negligence should not be visited upon the original 
drawer, who was in no way responsible therefor. Whether a delay 
to present a drawee’s check till the c ose of business hours is due 
diligence cannot be asserted as an invariable rule. In some in- 
stances it might be, while in others it would manifestly not be. We 
have said that what i+ due diligence or a reasonable time within 
which to make presentment depends upon the circumstances of each 

case, and so the authorities hold. This, too, is, by 45 & 46 Vict., c. 

61, § 44 ong bills of exchange act), the statatory law of England. 

Where the facts are undisputed, it is a question of Jaw for the 

court. Bell v. Bank, 7 Gill. 223; Sasscer v. Bank, 4 Md. 409; 

Staylor v. Ball, 24 Md. 184; Woodruff v. Plant, 41 Conn. 344. That 

a higher degree of diligence is demanded under facts like those be- 

fore us than that which obtains between the parties to the instru- 

ment is obvions, because, as we have said, the drawer of the origi- 
nal check must be held to have contemplated that, when presented, 
it would be paid in money only ; and the payee and drawee have no 
right, except at their own peril, to substitute some oth r mode of 
wttlement, which results in injury to the drawer. People v. Crom- 
well, 102 N. Y. 477, 7 N. E. 413. Had the holder through her agent, 
caused Anderson’s check to be certified by Nicholson & Sons, the 

drawer would have been discharged at once. Bank v. Leach, 52 N. 

Y. 350; Girard Bank v. Bank ot Pennsylvania Tip., 39 Pa. St. 95; 

Bank vy. Whitman, 94 U. 8. 343. The reason for this is that, as soon 

as the check is certified, the funds cease to be under the control of 

the depositor, and pass under the control of the person who procures 
the certification of the check drawn in his favor. But, while the 
transaction before us was different, the drawer was undoubtedly 
laced in a position of peril by the act of the collecting agent. 
en Nicholson & Sons gave to the Old Town Bank their check in 
exchange for Anderson’s, it is a legitimate inference, founded on the 
well-known and universal custom and course of dealivg on the part 
of banks and bankers, that they charged Anderson’s account with 
the amount of that check, and thus reduced the sum to his credit 
$692.03 below the $5,000, which stood there before his check to Mrs. 

Dodge had been presented and taken up. He coul! not probably 

have checked out at noon on January 14th the whole $5,000, because 

his account had, as the necessary result of the act of the Old Town 

Bank, been reduced the «exact amount of his check to Mrs. Dodge, 

in lieu of which the Old Town Bank had accepted Nicholson & Sons’ 

check on the Western National Bank. His control, therefore, over 
that much of his deposit, might have been as effectually gone as if 
his check had been certified by Nicholson & Sous. This circum- 
stance, while not making Nicholson & Sons’ check to the Old Town 

k a payment, unless specially agreed to be taken as such, serves, 
though averied to only by way of illustration, to emphazise the 
necessity the Old Town Bank was under of promptness and 
diligence in collecting the check on the Western National Bank, or 
of having it duly certified, with a view of both relieving itself from 
liability to Mrs. Dodge, and also of holding Anderson liable as 
drawer, in the event of a refusal by the Western National Bank to 

wr Nicholson & Sons’ check on it. We hold, then, that when 
the payee of a check or his agent takes from the drawee, who has 
ample funds of the drawer, a check of the drawee on some other 

k or banker, instead of money, he (the payee) or his agent must 
we the utmost diligence to present the substituted check for pay- 

ment. 2 Daniel, Neg. Inst. 605; 3 Rand. Com. Paper, § 1105; 

Smith vy, Miller, 43 N. Y. 171, 52 N. Y. 545; Bank v. Gedney, 4 E. D. 

Smith, 582; Bank v. Samuel, 20 Fed. 664; People v. Cromwell, 102 

N. Y. 477, 7 N. E, 413; Merchants’ Bank v. Bank of Commerce, 24 


Md. 12; Chitty Bills (13 Am. Ed.) side page 400. While the Old 
Town Bank was not bound to have made demand upoa Nicholson & 
Sons when it was made, still, having made it, and, by its own 
choice, not having received the cash, it cannot, if it has not used due 
dil'gence, claim the right to undo what it had done, and, by a sub- 
sequent demand, put itself in the position it would have occupied 
had it not made the first demand at che time it d d make it, or done 
the act itthen did. “If presentment for payment be made on the 
very day the check is drawn and payment tendered, the holder can- 
not then chinge his mind and leave the funds at the drawer’s risk 
until the next day. He is allowed until the next day, as matter of 
convenience and accomodation to him; and, while he need not 
hurry to make presentment the same day, having once done so he 
has fixed the money at his own risk.” 2 Daniel, Neg. Inst. § 1593, 
citing Simpson v. Insurance Co., 44 Cal. 141. 
That Anderson was in fact injured by what was done is manifest, 

and it is no answer to say he might have been equally injured had 
the holder of the check remained passive until after the failure of 
Nicholson & Sons. In the one case the injury was the direct result 
of the payee’s negligence after the presentation of Anderson’s check 
to the drawees; in the other, had it occurred, it would have been 
only incident to mere permission or lawful inaction or passivity. 
The record shows that the runner of the Old Town Bank presented 
Anderson’s check at the ceunter of Nicholson & Sons about 10:45 a. 
m.; that Anderson had at that time ample funds to his credit with 
the drawees for its payment in cash, but that the runner surrendered 
the check, and accepted Nicholson & Sons’ check on the Western 
National bank in lieu of the cash. This check was not presented to 
the Western National Bank for nearly four hours after its receipt, 
though, with due diligence, it might have been presented either 5 
or 10 minutes after it went into the possession of the agent of the 
Old Town Bank; and if it had been then presented, or even had 
been presented within 24 hours after its receipt, it would have been 
paid. The record further shows that two other checks for consider- 
able amounts were drawn by Nicholson & Sons on the Western Na- 
tional Bank after the delivery of the one to the runner of the Old 
Town Bank, and both of these were presented and paid or certified 
before Nicholson & Sons closed their doors. Had the same diligence 
been used by the Old Town Bank, the check delivered to it would 
have been paid slso. But no such diligence was used, and, because 
it was not, the check was disuonored. Anderson was not privy to 
the transaction, and obviously ought not to be held responsible for 
the negligence of the payee’s own agent. If he should be, the Old 
Town Bauk would be discharged from all responsibility, though by 
its acts, and not by bis, the loss would fall on him. He would be 
held because of its failure to use due diligence, though it was the 
payee’s, and not his agent. Smith v. Miller, 43 N. Y. 171, was an 
action for unpaid balance of the price of goods sold by the plaintiffs 
to the defendants. ihe defendauts set up a defense of payment by 
a draft drawn by them oa James K. Place & Co., of New York, to 
the order of the piaintiffs. The draft was received by the plaintiffs 
by mail on the morning of November 19th, and was immediately in- 
dorsed by the plaintitts, and, at about 1:30 in the afternoon of the 
same day, was presented for payment at the counting house of J. K. 
Place & Co., the drawees who were merchants in New York, in 

standing. In payment of the draft, J. K. Place & Co. gave their 
check on the Manufacturers’ National Bank, to the order of the 
plaintiffs, for the full amount. At the time the check was received 
by the plaintiffs, J. K. Place & Co. had funds in that bank to meet 
the check, which would have been paid had it been presented on 
that day. The check was deposited the same afternoon in the Citi- 
zen’ Bank for collection, and was not presented for payment at the 
Manufacturers’ Bank till 12 m. the next day, on the morning of 
which day J. K. Place & Co. failed, and on that account payment 
of this check was refused. 1t was held the plaintiffs could not re- 
cover on two grounds, the second of which was their negligence in 
not presenting the check for payment upon the day they received 
it, although they had but two hours on that day in which to present 
it, In the course of its opinion, the court said: ‘‘ But a check is 
payable instantly, and, as between the drawer and payee, the latter 
has, iu analogy to the rules applicable to inland bills of exchange, 
until the day after the receipt of a check to present it for payment 
wien drawn on « bink in the same place where given and received. 
But the duty of the plaintiffs to the defendants is not determined 
by that rule of commercial law. That rule has respect only to the 
contract and liability of the parties to the instrument. en & 
check is taken, instead of money, by one acting for others, as was 
done by the plaintiffs, a delay of presentment for a day, or for any 
time beyond that within which, with proper and rea-onable dili- 
gence, it can be presented, is at the peril ot the party thus retaining 
the check and ——- presentment, as between him and the 
person, in interest whom he represents. * * * Two checks 
drawn later in the day—one for $11,000, and one for $9,550—were 
presented at the bank certified before three o’clock of that day, and 
subsequently paid. The same diligence by the plaintiffs as was ex- 
ercised by the holders of these checks would have obtained the 
money. * * * By their delay and neglect, they * * * made 
the check their own, and the defendants were discharged.” Bank 
v. Samuel, supra, was a suit by the indorsee of a draft against the 
drawers. It was received by the plaiutiffs on June 18, 1883, and 
presented for payment on the same day. Instead of paying cash, 
the drawees gave the plaintiff a check on their bank in New York, 








which was accepted, and the draft was delivered up to the payee. 
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The check was not presented until June 19th, and was then dis- 
honored. Upon refusal, plaintiff went to the drawees of the draft, 
and returned the check, and received the draft back agin, and upon 
the same day had it prot-sted for non-payment. Thereafter it in- 
stituted this suit. The verdict was for defendants. The court said: 
“The payment of the draft was to be in cash ; and if anything ex- 
cept cash was received, and in consequence thereof the drawer of 
the draft was damnified, then the damages sustained he has a right 
to be indemnified for by the negligent party. * * * The draft 
should have been paid iv cash; and if the plaintiff chose to receive, 
instead of cash, the drawee’s check, it did so at its own risk, and, if 
any loss followed, the plaintiff must bear the same.” Merchants’ 
Bank v. Bank of Commerce, supra, though not strictly in point 
thronghout, is an express decision as to what constitutes negligence 
on the part of a collecting agent The New York Bank trans- 
mitted to the Baltimore Bank for collection a draft drawn by Hoff- 
man & Co. on Josiah Lee & Co. It was received on the morning of 
October 30, 1860, and presented by the runner of the Merchants’ 
Bank to the drawees at 1 p. m. of the same “ay. Lee & Co. gave 
the runner a check dr wn by them on the Merchants’ Bank, and the 
runner surrendered the draft, and, though the banking house of Lee 
& Co. and the Merchants’ Bank were in the same block, he took the 
check to the Merchants’ Bank without presenting it for payment. 
A little betore 3 p. m. of the same day the check was presented to 
the Merchants’ Bank, but dishonored, and Lee & Co. suspended. 
The ranner of the Merch:nts’ Bank returned the check to Lee & 
Co., and got back the draft, and had it protested. Other checks 
drawn by Lee & Co. after the one in question, and aggregating 
$13,000, were presented and paid. There was evidence tending to 
show that Lee & Co. were of doubtful credit, and upon other points 
there was some conflicting evidence. The court instructed the jrry 
that the Bank of Commerce was entitled to recover from the Mer- 
chants’ Bank, provided the jury found that the Merchants’ Bank, ia 
failing to present the check of Lee & Co. for payment before 3 p. 
m., was guilty of a want of due care, skill, and diligence in their 
employment as collectors of the draft, and provided they also found 
that the check on the Merchants’ Bank would have been paid had it 
been presented for payment between the hours of 1 and 2 o’clock of 
that day. The verdict was for the Bank of Commerce, and the 
judgment entered thereon was affirmed upon appeal. The negli- 
— which made the collecting agent liable to 1ts principal, the 

nk of Commerce, was its delay of one hour in presenting Lee & 
Co.’s check for pay ment. 

It follows from the views we have expressed that the Old Town 
Bank, as the agent of the appellee’s testatrix, failed to use due dili- 
gence and skill to collect the ch ck given to it by Nicholeon & Sons 
on the Western Nativnal Bank, whereby injury was done to Ander- 
son, and, as a consequence, that Anderson was discharged. This 
being so, there was error in granting the appellce’s prayer, and in 
rejecting the appellant’s first prayer. The latter should have been 
granted, and, as it is decisive of the case, the judgment must be re- 
versed, without awarding a new tria!. Judgment reversed, with 
costs above and below. wi'hout awardirg @ new trial. 


ROUGH NOTES. 


THE supreme court of Florida bas decided that the work known 
as ‘‘ The Seventh Edition of the Revised Statutes of New York” is 
not such a copy of the statnte laws as can be accepted as proof of 
the laws of New York without evidence that it is commonly ad- 
mitted and read as evidence in courts of this State. The form of 
certificate by the Secretary of State is not such as is required by 
the Florida -tatutes in order to entitle it to be read as evidence of 
the New York law This work, as well as others not specitically 
authorized by the legislature, is a usefal one, and the attention of 
New York lawyers need only be drawn to the fact that she form of 
certificate is not sutiicient to allow the volumes to ‘‘ prove them- 
selves,” in order that other evidence as to their authority in the 
New York courts may be adduced when necessary. 














THE use of stamped receipts by busivess men, firms and corpor- 
ations, which has become so common as to be regarded as an estab 
lished practice, is now :egarded by courts of 1 w as one fraught 
with great danger, both to those who give a stamped receipt and to 
those who accept it. Presiding Judge Thayer and Judge Arnold sat 
in Common Pleas court No. 4 to hear motions for rules for new trials 
the other day, says the Philadelphia Press. In one case a new 
point of Jaw was raised, as fullow-: On the trial of a cause a letter 
of a brick company, which bore the company’s stamp and signature 
of a clerk, was admitted in evidence. This, it was argued, was an 
error, because the authority of the clerk to affix the stamp of the 
company to a letter had not been shown. With reference to this 
Judge Thayer said this use of a stamp was a vicious practice. A 
person who now purchases an article in a store is given a stamped 
receipt. ‘How,” said the judge, ‘‘can a stamp be proved in a court 
of justice?” He would be very much please«, he added, if a court 
of the last resort would establish the principle that a firm or busi- 
uess man who places a stamp within the reach of Tom, Dick and 
Harry should be held prima facie to be responsible for the use of 
that stamp. The matter was held under advis: ment. 





————=—= 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Western Union Tele. 
graph Company, appeilants, against the United States, appellee, It 
came up on an appeal from the circuit court of the United § 
for the district of Omaha. Judge Thayer delivered the opi 
which reversed the decision of the lower court and ordered 
amended decree. The case involved an alleged infringement of th, 
Pacific Railroad acts by the Union Pacific, inasmuch as 
bound to build and operate by its own servants a line of te] 

for commercial and governmental purposes between Omaha 
Ogden, it had leased its lines, poles, wires, etc., to the Atlantic 
Pacific Telegraph Co., and on July 1, 1881, surrendered its franchig. 
and alienated its powers under its charter to the Western Union 
Telegraph Company. The a of the bill was for a decree gp. 
bulling the contracts between the road and the telegraph com 7, 
and ordering the road to operate the telegraph lines itself in ae. 
cordance with law. The circuit court entered a decree annuilj 
all contracts between the Union Pacitic Co. and the telegraph com. 
pany.. and requiring the railroad to operate the telegraph lines ip 
accordance with law. In reviewing the decision, Votes Thayer 
held that Congress could not grant to the railway a telegraphie 
franchise and so limit the power to exercise or deal with it as to 
make ita burden The canse was remanded, with directions to the 
circuit cout to set aside the f-rmer decree and enter a modified de 
cree in accordance with specified provisions. 





AMONG the recent decis ons announced by the United State 
Supreme Court were two of int rest as showing the disinclination 
of the Federal judiciary to intervene in the settlement of Stats 
questions. One was the case of the Newport Light Company y, the 
City of Newport et al, which came up from the Kentucky Conrtof 
Appeals. he Court of Appeals had decided that the defendants, 
the council and city officers of Newport, had not been guilty of con. 
tempt of the Louisville Chancery Court in making a contract with 
a rival corporation of the Newport Light Company, and later ap. 
pealed on the ground that the contract referred to was iu violation 
of a previous contract entered into with it. In dismissing the 
peal for want of jurisdiction, Justice Jackson said the supreme 
court had frequently decided that a judgment in contempt proceed. 
ings was not a final judgment which this court could review, and 
that no Federal question could be involved in that proceeding. The 
other was the case of Lewis v. Monson, executor, etc., from the Cir. 
cuit Court of the United States for the Southern District of Missis. 
sippi. This was a suit for the possession of a tract of land under s 
tax deed, and in affirming the judgment of the court below, Justice 
Brewer said: No question is more clearly a matter of local law 
than one arising under the tax laws. The proceedings are carried 
on by the State for the purpose of collecting its revenue, and the 
various steps which shall be taken in such proceedings, the force 
and effect to be given any act of the taxing officers, the results to 
follow the non payment of tax s, and the form and efficiency of the 
tax deed, are all subjects which the State has power to prescribe, 
and peculiarly and vita)ly affecting its well being. The determina 
tion of any questions affecting them is a matter primarily belonging 
to the courts of the State, and the National tribunals universally 
follow these rulings except in cases where it is claimed that some 
right protected by the Federal Court has been invaded.” 





AN important point under the law of assignments was decided 
by the Court of Appeals at St. Louis, Mo., in the case of H.T. 
Simon Gregory & Co. v. R. H. Nor on, garnishee of A. H. Holcomb. 
Plaintiff recovered a judgment in Lincoln county against one Hol- 
comb on an indebtedness existing before December, 1887, and caused 
Norton to be summoned as garnishee of Holcomb on an execution 
issued on such judgment. Before the time mentioned Holcomb, 
while insolvent, executed three chattel mortgages conveying to one 
Dunn all his merchandise as security for the pay ment of some of his 
creditors. Norton, the garnishee, was Holcomb’s surety on the 
largest debt secured. Holcomb next orally tiansferred bis book sc 
counts to the garnishee to pay out of the proceeds any balai ce re- 
maining unpaid to his secured creditors, and also for securing to the 
garnishee a fee as attorney for collecting the accounts and protect- 
ing the interest of Holcomb’s sureties on the indebted: ess above 
mentioned. Upon trial it transpired that the garnishee had a bal- 
ance of some $319 of the proceeds of the accouuts, and he claimed 
the right to retain this sum in payment of his services as attorney 
in detending the interests of Holcomb’s preferred creditors against 
the efforts of the other creditors to have the preferring conveyances 
set aside. Plaintiff asked for instructions that the conveyauce of 
the book accounts to the garnishee in payment of counsel fees wa 
a conveyance without valuable consideration and therefore void # 
to plaintiffs This the court refused and plaintiff appealed. 
Court of Appeals sustained the appeal, and said: ‘‘ A concealment 
of assets retained for the purpuse of defending attachment suits 
about to be brought against one is a fraudulent concealment 80% 
to justify attachwent proceedings on that ground alone. If its 
conceedd that an insolve: t merchant in preferring his creditors may 
not only convey to them sufficient assets to secure their debts, but 
additional assets sufficient to defend these conveyan es from attacks 
by other creditors, even the slight safegaurds that the law now pr> 
vides for the unsecured creditor 1s removed. The plaintiff's 
structions were erronevusly refused, and as under the conceded 





JupDGEs CALDWELL, Thayer and Sauborn, in the United States 
Court of Appeals, sitting in St. Louis, Mo., has reviewed the case of 


the judgment for the defendant is unw.rranted by the evident, 
tne judgment is reversed and the cause is remanded.” 
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MY IMPRESSIONS OF LAW AND LAWYERS. 


BY RICHARD DEVEREUX DOYLE. 


Since that bright little paper entitled the ‘‘ Confessions of a 
Junior Barrister,” by Rich or Shiel, I have seen nothing of 
that patare to equal it, and I shall not attempé an imitation even, 
but shal! merely take it as the text for some observation of my own 
based upon experience, observation and reflection. 

Mr. Shield tells us, in his inimitable manner, how he qualified 
himeelf for his profession by the study of philosophy, political 
science, ancient and modern oratory and literature, as well as law, 
and how he vexed the ear of his landlady by rehearsing his orations 
at his boarding-house. ; 

After that he relates how he was called upon at a political 

hering by the great Daniel O’Connell to make a s h on 
Eetholic Emancipation, alluding to him as a “liberal and enlight- 
ened young Protestant ;” how his speech was received with tre- 
mendons applanse, and rewarded by a resolation of thanks pro 
by O'Connell himeelf, referring to his “ illustrious young friend” as 
“one of those rare and felicitous combinations in which the spirit 
of a Washingt: n is embodied with the genius of a Grattan,” every 
syllable of which the young orator believed to be literally true. 

Then he tells us how he sighed for immortal fame in the end, 
and briefs in the meantime, both of which desirable objects were 
slow in coming. After a whilea friend advised him to try the 
church, not take ordere exactly but be prominent in the congrega- 
tion; “‘ Take a part in the anthem,” said he, “and the louder the 
better; turn up as much of the whites of your eyes as possible, and 
in less than six months you will find business pouring in upon you.” 

This rec pe he had never known to fail except when the aspiring 
barrister sang “‘iucurably out of tune.” For, sa‘d this friend: 


“‘ Why should not piety be made, 
As well as equity, a trade, 
And men get money by devotion 
As well as making of a motion ?” 


But “‘ our hero,” as the the novelists say, not having confidence 
in his powers of hypocrisy, concluded, after reflection, not to t 
this plan. Then he gave up everything else and devoted himself to 
courting that proverbially jealous mistress, the law. 

Even newspapers were abandoned. Poetry and the belles-lettres 
were pnt in his Jndex pe eg and the alluremen's of society 
maufully resist d, with the net result of crippling himself mentally 
and physically, and bringing on a spell of serious illness. After his 
recovery he remained for some time longer a briefless barrister, but 
at length by a lucky accident met at an evening party the daughter 
of a successful Dublin attorney, and completely charmed her sus- 
ceptible young beart bv the utterance of a few sentimental and 
romantic nothings such as one may hear at any time in a ball-room. 
Much to his surprise the result of this meeting was, that her fa’ her 
b gan to patronize him and finally installed him as one of his regu- 
lar barristers. 

Our author does not tell us whether his little romance ended in 
the orthodox way by marriage; but if it didn’t through any fault of 
his, he was surely an ingrate and didn’t deserve the prosperity that 
came upon him. 

Let not this incident encourage the young lawyer to seek pre 
ferment through society, for some of us can bear witnexs that we 
have charmed many a fair lady in a ball-room without its getting 
us into business, or at any rate the kind of business that pays. 
Society is a dang+rous stream for a ay te venture on too often, 
but a prudent marriage is a long stride towards professional ad- 
vancement. 

Although these ‘“‘ Confessions” are said to have been written by 
Shiel and were published in his famous “ Sketches of the Irish Bar,” 
they convey but a very inadequa e idea of his own brilliant career. 
One would think from them that he early settled down into a regu- 
lar and humdrum practicer of the law, a man of saids and aforesaids 
of motions and demurrers, with a keen appetite for fees withal, in- 
stead of the brilliant and versatile Shiel, the author of Evadue and 
other dramas and of many fine speeches at the bar, on the hustings 
and in Parliament. 

Of these “‘ Confessions” it may be said, ‘‘ Se non e vero, e ben 
trova o,” and his story, whether real or imaginary, bas much in it 
that many a lawyer can apply to himself. How many have been 
through a similar course of study and preparation, perbaps gradu t- 
ing in the humanities as well as the law, or bearing away the prize 
for elovution and oratory at one of our great institutions of learn- 
ing! How many have thought that such talents as theirs were sure 
to command early if not in.mediate success, and al.s! how many 
have been disappointed! Not because they were a lot of intellectual 
peacocks, for a talent that achieves success in our best colleges is 
genuine talent and fre quently of a high order, but because there are 
80 many other elements that should, but do not at that time, enter 
into the calculation. After coming to the bar how many have 
thought that all they needed was a chance to know what was in 
them and that two or three good speeches, legal or political, would 
_ them on the high road to fame and fortune. Then wby are the 

pes of so many blasted?. The reasons a'e many. Youth is too 
sanguine and expects too much, Some fail because of their bad 
Personal habits; some, by infirm health and too hard study and 
Continement, are stricken down like poor Kirke White, ‘“‘ when life 





is in ite spring.” Some are not politic enough to woo the world but 
hold proudly aloof trnsting to their talents and knowledge, while 
the busy world goes bustling by without stopping to lvok at their 
credentials. Some have not sufficient taste for the close, and often 
dry and ‘echical, reasoning of the law; and no love for the rough 
and tumble contests over other people’s money or rights and 
wrongs, and are lured into the tempting paths of literatare, un- 
m'ndfal of ite snares and pitfalls. Others again, loving excitement, 
interested in public affairs, fond of political rather than forensic 
speaking, and craving popular applause, embark on the broader and 
more troublous sea of politics, returning to the law only under stress 
of weather. Many brilliant and successful college men have seen 
their dull and plodding ee some outstrip them in the race for 
legal success, not because talents were not useful in our profession, 
but, as I bave said, there are other elements of success, and because 
talents are sometimes accompanied by other qualities that prevent 
their fall fruition. 

The result of an experience of some years, accompanied by close 

observation, is that in my judgment the qualities most n 
attain what is ordinarily deemed success are as follows: Love of the 
profession, and evident desire to get business,and attention to it 
when in hand; industry and the appearance of industry, good native 
sense; with an ag; ive and partisan temperament. Fluency of 
speech, elegance of diction and genuine oratorical talent are useful, 
bat not essential. A very important element of success, and one 
aaa ov: rlooked by those who attribute everything good to 
abor, is an aggressive and partisan sp:rit, the same, or near akin to 
wha’ Lord Bacon calls “‘ boldness.” Men “hire” lawyers, as the 
expression is among plain people, to attend to their business and to 
fight their ba'tles right or wrong, and the lawyer who goes into a 
case thorougbly imbued with the client’s feelings, believing or mak- 
ing believe that he is certainly right and the other party an un- 
mitigated rascal, is sure to please. 

In criminal cases this spirit is me re | important. 

It is trae that there may be a reaction if the case is lost, but on 
the whole I am satisfied that this is a lesser danger than that of dis- 
pleasing clients by a too judicial treatment of their cas-s. When 
you tell a map, who has already made up his mind that he has a 
grievance, that “thus and +o” may be suid on the other side, and 
that the issues is doubtful, but you will do your best, you impress 
him at once as being lukewarm and not doing what he “ hired” you 
for. 

Clients love a hard fighter and the on lookers are impressed 
with his zeal. ‘‘ But the reason is plain,” saith Lord Bacon, who 
was @ great lawyer as wellas a philosopher. “There is in human 
nature generally more of the fool than of the wise; and, therefore, 
those faculties by which the foolish part of men’s mind is 
taken are most potent. Wonderfal-like is the case of boldness 
in civil business; what first? — boldness; what second and 
third ?— boldness; and yet boldness is a child of ignorance and 
baseness, far inferior to other parts, but nevertheless it doth fasci- 
nate, and bind hand and foot those that are either shallow in judg- 
ment or weak in courage, which are the greatest part; yea, and 
prevaileth with wise men at weak times.” 

In my own experience I have had cases where I advised m 
clients not to sue because I was sure they had no chauce, and al- 
though they followed my advice, instead of employing other coun- 
sel, they refused to pay a reasonable fee, and in one case left me to 
pay the court costs. And I have seldom advised a client to com- 
promise or submit to arbitration, that I did not displease him. It 
requ res moral courage to advise ove against his inclinations, but it 
is sometimes a lawyer’s+acred duty. Whatever may be said as to 
its morality or truo wisdom, yet I must say I regard thfs aggressive 
and partisan spirit as more conducive to moderate success than pro- 
found judgment, for I have seen lawyers succeed chiefly by reason 
of it in whom the logical facolty was not at all conspicuous. In 
speaking of success, it will be observed that I do not mean the 
eminence of such men as Erskine, Wirt, Webster, Wm. Pinkney, 
Rufus Choate, and Chas. O’Conor, but such success as is attained b 
the leading membeis of the bar in every town or city of the United 
States, who have a good practice, sometimes very lucrative, though 
they are unknown to fame and forgotten outside of their neigh- 
borhood when they are gone. To be a truly great lawyer, strong 
native sense, a high order of talent, and broad cui: ure are n z 

Going into politics is a risky ven'ure for one who intends to 
make law the profession of a lifetime, and even a repatation for 
politital oratory is of little if any benefit to a lawyer. The public 
soon come to regard hm as a politician and are willing to vote with 
him or for him, but not to give him business. This is less the case 
in the rural districts. The writer has made speeches which, if not 
quite as effective as Shiel’s effort, have brought down the house and 
caused congratulations to be snowered upon him, and has made 
other speeches that have been highly complimented for their force 
of argument, and his services as a stump speaker are requested in 
every campaign, yet he has never been able to trace any legal busi- 
ness tu them or to a reputation gained thereby. It is true there are 
some conspicious exceptions to this rule, yet they are geverally 
where the lawyer is a man of extraordinary ability, or where the 
reputation as a lawyer has been well established before engaging in 
politics, or is made after giving up the latter. 

The difficulty arises when a man of average or of a little more 
than average ability undertakes to practice law and participate 
actively in politics at the same time. 
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A literary reputation is perhaps more dangerous than a political 


oné, especially if one is given, like Mr. Wegg, to dropping into 


Upon this question much may be said pro and con. 
When an aspiring youth, my ideal pictare of a lawyer's ocoy. 


— 
— 


——s- The age is too practical for a successful combination of | pation were: standing up in defense of injured innocence, eviscerat. 
aw and literature. A lawyer may and should be cultivated, but | ing the truth froma lying witness by cross examination, and closin 


‘he must not be known as a litterateur or a poet. 

The danger of versatility is well illustrated by a remark said to 
have been made about Lord Chancellor Brougham, doubtless by 
some envious lawyer, that ‘‘if he only knew a little law he would 
know a littie of everything.” 

Influence is not to be despised as a contributor to success. 

The influence of wealthy connections or friends; pulitical in- 
fluence ; the influence of your own wealth if you are sufficiently in 
love with your profession to withstand its temptation to indolence 
and ease; the influence of your church, pastor, and congregation ; 
and I am sorry to add the influence of having the ear of the court, 
for in these degenerate days a judge must have the reputation of 


the elder Brutus to prevent men from thinking their case a little | 


safer in the hands of his friends. Again to quote Bacon: “It can- 


not be denied but outward accidents conduce much to fortune; | 


favor, opportunity, death of others, occasion fitting virtue; but 
chiefly a mould of man’s fortune is in his own hands; Faber quisque 
Sortune sue, saith the poet.” 

Some who know the writer may inquire what enables him to 
judge of the qualities that contribute most to success. Has his own 
career been such as to justify him in speaking ex cathedra? To such 
I might relate the story of the Irish pilot who was boasting that he 
knew every rock on the coast when to his surprise the ship stuck. 

‘Sure, an’ that’s one of them,” said he. So the writer may be 
acquainted with the rocks and shoals of legal practice from a like 
experience, as well as from his observation of others and from pon- 
dering on both of these sources of information 

So far I have spoken only of the qualities most important for 
success to the practicing lawyer; for a judge the qualifications are 
different. 

A judge should above all things possess integrity, and not only 
integrity of purpose but firmness and impartiality. Some judges 
mean to be fair, but they have a constitutional leaning towards one 
side or the other, the advocate’s temperament it may be called, and 

’ it is hard for them to be just. Much cee | is not necessary for a 
judge; even tbe great Marshall was not deeply learned. Integrity, 
firmness, love of justice and truth, good sense and average learning 
make a model judge. A judge should be incapable of being driven 
by fear or led by flattery. 

The oft quoted lines of Horace: ‘‘ Justum et tenacem propositi 
virum neceivium ardor jubentium nec voltus instantis mente quati solida,” 
—_ = describe the kind of man best fitted for the noble position 
of a judge. 

The spotless ermine is symbolical of the character of a model 
judge. 

. Sew let me say a word about law. Every student reads Hook- 
er’s sublime eulogy of law in its broadest sense, and finishes Black- 
stone with a profound admiration for the science. The youthfal 
mind, when bright, delights in the subtleties of the law of ‘‘rent 
service,” “‘rent charge” aud “‘rent seck,” the intricacies of the law 
of decents and real property and the nicities of special pleading. 
But as one grows older and gains experience he becomes more prac- 
tical, and the mere technicalities of the law appear as clogs on the 
wheels of justice, and unless he be a very narrow-minded man he 
wants to remove them so that the broad principles of justice under- 
lying the science may have fall play and cases be tried on their real 
merits. The technicalities aud difficulties of the law of rents and 
real property and the subtleties of special pleading have been greatly 
reformed by modern legis ation, and take it all in all our system of 
jurisprudence is a grand and noble science, worthy of the study of 
the greatest miods. Its basis is justice between m:n and man, and 
it would be hard to find many cases decided by our highest courts 
which, when properly understood, would not seem to do equal and 
exact justice and to be consonant with human reason and genuine 
common sense. Here let me stop to notice an absurd slander on 
lawyers that is too frequently repeated. It is, that lawyers, pur- 
posely muke laws so that they can “ drive a horse and cart through 
them,” in order that the uncertainty of the law may make the cer- 
tainty of fees. That lawyers are human, I admit, and yield to many 
temptations, yet this is not one of them, and it is a fact that nearly 
every law reform is brought about by lawyers, and the best laws 
are those conceived and draited by able lawyers. The statute of 
descents in Virginia, a masterpiece of legislation, was drawn up 
chiefly by Jefferson and Chancellor Wythe, both great lawyers, and 
the National Banking Act, a model work, whatever may be thought 
of its policy, owes its principal merits to Chief Justice Chase, All 
codes are made and revised by lawyers, and in my State the re- 
viserg, a8 soon as appointed, send circulars to the members of the 
bar, asking for suggestions, and many, including myself, responded 
to their request, thus aiding them in simplifying the law. The 
American Bar Association never fails to treat of law reform in its 
annual reports, and makes suggestions well worthy of the attention 
of legislators, and that eminent jurist, Mr. David Dudley Field, has 
devoted years, if not decades, of labor in the attempt to simplif: 
and codify the laws of the States and the laws of nations as well. 
The plain truth is, that very few who are not lawyers are capable of 
writing laws, although they may make most valuable suggestions 
as to their substance. 


Is the practice of law a noble and elevating profession ¢ 


| by an eloquent appea 
| stamping innocence upon the brow of the falsely accused defendant: 


| 


to the jury to vindicate the blind goddess by 


or arguing before a solewn and learned judge, the application of the 


| “‘rale in Shelly’s case”; or drawing up a will for a wealthy testa. 


tor; or prosecuting some malefactor for whom hanging was too 


| good, bending every effort towards protecting society trom such 


| Villains; or perchance rendering my name immortal in some great 

cases involving human rights and liberty, like Patrick Henry’s 
“Case against the Parsons,” Aaron Burr’s trial, the Dredd Scott 
case, or in cases involving some great question of constitutional law 
like the Darmouth College case, the ‘‘ Legal Tender cases,” and the 
‘‘ Slaughter House cases.” 

But unforturately a lawyer cannot choose his cases. Even if 

| he be rich, and therefore to some extent independent, he takes great 

risks when he turns away clients, for business begets business; and 
if one is dependent upon his profession he has to take what comes 
to him, and the-efore his youthful visions of vindicating outraged 
justice, morality, and constitutional principles are scattered like 
mist before the gale, and he soon feels compelled to adopt the home- 
ly adage of ‘‘all’s fish that comes to my net.” 

This is one of the demoralizing necessities of the profession. It 
too often happens that the rascal or the lying witness is on our side 
and that the opposing counsel is vindicating the immortal principles 
of justice, or extorting t: uth from an unwilling witness, whilst we 
are doing all we can legitimately and professionally, of course, to 
thwart justice and to keep our witness from “giving our case 


away.” 

In criminal matters what is most wanted by the prisoners is a 
lawyer that will get them off, and they care not whether it is done 
by the magic power of eloquence or the sometimes more effective 
mode of bribing witnesses or “fixing” juries. Hence it is hard to 
preserve a reputation for high integrity and to do a large criminal 
| business, and few lawyers of good standing care to have much of it. 
If a lawyer could and would pick his cases, criminal practice affords 
a fine field for the exercise of a high order of talent and the best 
feelings and impulses of human nature. 
| When on the wrong side of a case there is an almost irresistible 
| temptatiou to express belief in the justice of our cause, and lawyers 
| too often yield to it, thus giving some grouud for the popular accu- 
| Satien that lawyers lie for their clients. In many cases they are 
| carried away by zeal in the client’s behalf and really belief what 
| they say, but it must be admitted they take very little care, asa 

rule, to prevent their partisan feelings from ranning away with 
| their judgment. 
This is surely not elevating to mind or morals. 
Legal ethics do not require a lawyer to refuse to take what he 
| regards is the wrong side of a case, or to defend a prisoner whom he 
| believes to be guilty, for he may be mistaken in his opinion, and 
| for the further reason that the law regards a court as a piece of ma- 
| chinery for doing justice which is not complete without judge, 
usually a jary, and lawyers on either side. 

The law declares that aman shall be punished only after his 
guilt has been judicially ascertained by a fair trial with legal evid- 
| ence, and perhaps in every State of the Union if the accused cannot 

employ counsel, the court assigns some Jawyer to his defense, so as 
| to complete the legal machine. 
if it were practicable, of which there is some doubt, it would be 

| better to have the prisoner’s counsel as well as the prosecuting at- 
| torney, employed by the State, that the opposing forces could be 
| made equal instead of as now, where every well-to-do criminal has 
| an imposing array of counsel sufficient to overwhelm the average 
| prosecutor. 
The objections to this ag are the expense and the ible in- 
centive to crime afforded by the assurance of being def-nded. As 
to the expense, that would be a small matter if justice should be 
better administered and crime consequently decreased ; and if that 
result followed, the expense would be diminished. As to the other 
objection, it may be replied that according to the present law and 
practice a criminal has the assnrance of having counsel, and this 
possible incentive to crime under the proposed change could operate 
only on the minds of poor law-breakers; for those with money 
would regard it as a disadvantage not to be able to choose and em- 

loy couusel ad licitum If after experiment this equalization of 
egal forces should result in doing more perfect justice, as I appre- 
hend it would, there wonld be little immunity from crime and the 
criminal classes would soon learn it, and there would be an end to 
the complaint now so common, that there is one law for the rich 
and another for the poor. When we reflect that it was in compara- 
tively modern times the law of England that no counsel whatever 
be allowed the prisoner, it is not such a great innovation after all to 
require him to be represented by a public defender only. 

Although I contend that a lawyer is morally justified in making 
the best of a bad case, yet I must admit that it requires the utmost 
care to avoid over-stepping the bounds of pe very | and — 
oneself a party to fraud and knavery. A bad client is an’edge too 
and requires careful handling. A lawyer may do much to foment 
litigation and much to prevent it. He may be harsh and cruel in 
his dealings, or kind and peace loving. Everything depends on the 
man. The method of paying lawyers by fees has its temptations 
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and inherent difficulties as well, and the collection of reasonable 
compensation sometimes does violence to the finer feelings of our 
nature. It has its temptations and difficulties because of the im- 
ibility of accurately determining the value of scietific skill, 
mental labor and responsibility. The lawyer who entered as one of 
the items of his bills: 
To lying awake of nigh s and thinking of your case............-.----+s00-+ 250 


was charging for a very indefinite but perhaps very valuable ser- 
vice. This imponderability of legal service is a temptation, not al- 
ways resisted, to charge exorbitantly. Asa rule, however, lawyers 
are not adequately paid, and do not in a lifetime accumulate as 
much as their knowledge, taleut and labor should earn, nor as much 
as they would command if employed in some other vocation. In 
criminul cases it is sometimes necessary to go unpaid or take as fees 
money that it is morally certain was stolen from someone else. 
This is true in some cases of robbery, burglary, bribery and embez- 
ziement, and in murder cases it is often necessary to impoverish 
some loving relative to secure even a moderate compensation for 
valuable and high y skilled services. The employment of counsel 
for the accused by the State would be a remedy for such evils in | 
criminal cases, bat there is no possible substitute for the custom of | 
payment by fees in civil cases. 

As an illustration of the indefinite standard of lawyers’ fees the | 
following story is told: 

A member of the Chicago bar relates an interesting bit of ex- 
perience he had in naming a fee he should charge multi-millionaire | 
Senator Sawyer, of Wisconsin: ‘'1 had done a twenty days’ hard 
and important work for the senator. When it came to the point for | 
me to name wy feel said: ‘Senator, let me tell you a little story. | 
A young brother lawyer came to me the other day in a great quan- 
dary as to how much he should charge a certain client for a highly | 
successful piece of legal work that he had done. At first I told him | 
to go somewhat by the feelings of the client regarding the good the | 
latter had reaped. Having said this, 1 named $500 to my young | 
friend. { 

“ Well, when his client appeared he was feeling ‘way up,’ | 
and taking up a roll of tive hundred dollsr bills, remarked: ‘ Now, 
my young friend, I’ll begin and tell off these five hundred dollar | 
bills, and when I’ve told off enough to satisfy you for your services 
you say the word.’ The young man was dumfounded. ‘One, two, 
three’ — and then the young man shonated, ‘ Enough, that will do!’ 
Then the happy client handed the $1500 to his la« yer with the air 
of ove who thought he was getting off very cheap. 

‘Senator Sawyer heard the story all through, and I could see 
he caught the point that I was trying to make with it on him. 
Smiling drolly, he said: ‘Good enough story, but that ain’t the 
way [do business. What’s your bill?’ ‘ ‘Two thousand dollars,’ 
said I, and without a moment’s hesitation the senator wrote me a 
check for that amount.” 

I think I have now mentioned the chief temptations of a lawyer. 
There are others, but they are such as are incident to every occupa 
tion, and do not require special mention, such for example as hand- 
ling other people’s money. On the other band there are elements in 
a luwyer’s life that are noble and elevated. Above all things I place 
the study of the science. The law is a grand product of the best 
reason of civilized countries, built up and improved during many 
eges. In the main it is logical, just and humane; but, being the 
work of men, it is not perfect. The study of the law is excellent 
training for the mind, and the strict morality enforced by it is well 
worthy of our thoughful consideration. Who has ever read the law 
of contracts, of principal and agent, and of trusts without being im- 
pressed with the high moral standard ac: ording to which the law 
judges men’s actionst No deception and no self-seeking are tolerated 
and men are held to a stricter accountability than they are by their 
fe low-men in ‘he ordinary transactions of life. 

Being an intellectual profession the practice of the law is im- 
proving to the mind. Our daily work is to analyze, to separate the 
material from the immaterial and get at the substance of things, 
and when we add to this the constant practice of writing and speak- 
ing carefull, ,and the clash of mind with mind, it is evideat that the 
mental faculties must be improved. It is because of the training 
afforded and the knowledge acquired by the study and practice of 
tie law that so many lawyers become able editors, authors and 
Politicians, whilst not a few attain to the bighest rauk in states- 
mauship, and I think it not a coincidence merely that in our late 
war a large proportion of the distinguished soldiers on either side 
were lawyers by profes ion. I may say parenthetically that there 
is a fascination about politics in its best sense that few lawyers of 
marked ability can resist. Dumas, the younger, expresses this idea 
when he says : 

“You are a man of talent; you will not be satisfied toremain at 
the bar merely, and some day from the tribune in the Chapter of 
= aoa you will lift your vuice, no longer for the defense of indi- 
viduals, but for the propagation of ideas, for the welfare of society, 
for civilization.” 

the principal offset to the advantages of such a school as the 
practice of the law is that the babit of being on one side of a con- 
troversery tends to warp the judgment aud lead the mind to regard 
quibbles »nd iechnicalities as a substance. 

Whilst it must be admitted that the practice of the law has its 
moral sn res and pitfalls, it has also many opportunities for doing 








tes The innocent may be, and often are, saved from punishment. 
ety is protected f.om the wicked by vigorous and courageous 
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prosecutions, sometimes of wealthy and influential criminals, in 
which cases a lawyer has an opportunity for the display of high 

ualities of mind and character. As an adviser one may prevent 

issensions in families, promote fair dealing in business, cause just 
wills to be made and prevent disgraceful squabbles among heirs. 
His knowledge is power and can be used for great good in nearly 
every relation of life. A good lawyer is a most usefal citizen, a bad 
lawyer is one of the vermin of society. A good judge is a public 
benefactor, and a bad judge is a corrupter of men, a demoralizer of 
the bar, and a pest in his community. 

So far I have not spoken of the lawyers as a political or a social 
class, and it would make this essay too long to dwell upon this as- 
pect of the case, and I will therefore content myself with saying 
that De Tocqueville regards them as an essential part of the conser- 
vative and aristocratic class in every free government. ‘ The law- 
yers of the United States,” says he, ‘‘ forma party which is little 
feared and scarcely perceived, which has no badge peculiar to itself, 
which adapts itself with great flexibility to the exigencies of 
the times, and accommodates itself without resistance to all the 
movements of the social body. But this party extends over the 
whole community and penetrates into all the classes which compose 
it; it acts upon the country imperceptibly, and finally fashions it- 
self to cuit its own purposes.”—The Southern Magazine. 
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[By Jodge J. G. Sutherland, President of the Territorial Bar Association, of 
Utah. } 





This is the first annual meeting of the Bar Association of Utah. 
I call it the annual meeting, though it is less than six months since 
it was organized. Its constitution provides for annual meetings, 
among other and less important things, for discussion of questions 
of public and professional interest. This is the initial meeting, 
when its members meet to exchange their first greetings and bring 


| their first offerings. From this date it is hoped that a long series of 


annual meetings, noteworthy in character, may be held in regular 


| sequence. All professions, the members of which have not too 


strong and persistent centrifugal tendencies, have associations. 
The present inclination of all the social and economic factors is to- 


| wards combination. Individualism is becoming obsolete; it belongs 


to the past. Every trade has its guild, and these are but constit- 
uents of more comprehensive federations. It is fitting that lawyers 
should have associations. They do have them. There is a National 
Bar Association; there are State Associations. They generally exist 
in all populous centr.s. The legal profession by the nature of its 
studies and labors is a fraternity. It has nocult to maintain. All 
are laboring in a common field, on a common platform. All are es- 
timated with reference to the same standard—pronounced good, 
bad or indifferent, by the same tests of honesty, learning and prac- 
tical ability. 

Our commonwealth has a population of a quarter of a million. 
The pursuits of the people are as diversified as those of any people 
on the continent. We are in a latitude favorable to activity and 
enterprise; we have a delightful and especially salubrious climate; 
abundant natural resources. Nature has marked Utah for a large 
population, for she here offered to man every requisite for his com- 
fort and prosperity. Budding cities dot it from north to south. 
One is metropolitan. Others imitate its wth and anticipate an 
attractive future with laudable emulation. The Territory has a 
pioneer history of nearly half a century. 1t will deem itself in some 
sense pioneering until it is admitted into the family of States, and 
thus becomes a living member of that great body politic, the Amer- 
ican Union. We are fondly and anxiously looking for that desirable 
event to occur in the very near future. It will establish an era in 
our political; social and economic history. After another fifty years 
Utah will teem with interesting antiquities. Perhaps the archives 
of our association will attract the curious student. Here he will 
find a mirror of the profession at the beginning of statehood. In 
our discussions and contributions upon juridical topics he will dis- 
cover, it is hoped, that the profession bere in these years is in touch 
with the profess n throughout the civilized world. 

The pioneers who arrived in Utah in July, 1847, were so united 
in one religious faith and so homogeneous in sentiment that no sec- 
ular government was instituted for nearly two years. People who 
had undertaken such a journey, and together had encountered such 
common toils and dangers, animated by one spirit and one hope, 
needed no governor, no legislature, no courts, no lawyers. But it 
appears that there were among them statesmen and jurists. In 
March, 1849, a constitutiona] convention met to institute a civil 
government. It framed and adopted a State constitution in three 
days. It went into immediate operation with Heber C. Kimball, 
chief justice; John Taylor and N. K. Whitney, associate justices; 
Daniel H. Wells, attorney-general. The new State was Deseret. It 
must be conceded that it came into being by aspeedy process. There 
has been little or no criticism of this constitution. I am not aware 
that any of its provisions have caused -y | accretion to the body of 
constitutional law. It was in force and the State of Deseret had an 


actaal existence until the 5th of April, 1851. There are no reports of 
the courts of the State of Deseret held by the judges just namrd; there 
are no traditions of any actual judicial work done by this court; of 
any furensic labor by the attorney-general; nor does it appear that 
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there were any inferior courts. In the absence of any record to the 
contrary it must have been a millennial period. 

The Territorial tee ap superseded the State of Deseret. 
Its first governor took the oath of office, February 2, 1854, the jurat 
says, “‘before Daniel H. Wells, Chief Justice, Deseret.” Had Heber 
C. Kimball resigned and Squire Wells been appointed 1n his place; 
or, what is more likely, was it forgotten, in their dearth of work, 
that the latter was attorney. general instead of chief justice? One 
may forget what office is conferred in two years if he has never been 
call d to exercise it. The act organizing the territory was approved 
on the 9th day of September, 1850. At that time there was no mail 
service across the continent. In some manver, however, the people 
became aware of this legislation. In July, 1851, steps were taken 
for the election of members of the first legislative assembly. That 
body met in September of that year. Though the organic act 
limited the sessions to forty days it did not finally adjourn until 
March following. It did not sit during all this period; there were 
temporary adjournments from time to time. It adopted the legisla 
tion of the State of Deseret and enacted originally a considerable 
body of law. Some of it is still in force. 

Fillmore was at first the capital of the Territory. There the first 
sessions of the supreme court were held. Lemuel G. Brandebury, of 
Pennsylvania, was th- first chief justice, and Harry C. Brocchus and 
Zerubabrl Snow the first a-sociate justices. ‘The two former served 
but a short time; the social atmosphere here was ur congenial and 
they went away in September, 1851. Judge Snow remained and for 
a time was the only judge in the Territory. In October, 1851, the 
legislative assembly authorized him to hold the district courts in 
each of the three districts. There have been fifteen chief jus- 
tices and twenty-six associate ju-tices. The record of the supreme 
court prior to 1859 is lost. The records of the district court in the 
districts in which this city is located are preserved. This court Oc- 
tober 6, 1851, improvised a seal. It is illustrated in the order for 
its adoption. The letters “‘L. 8.” are enclosed in a circle of pen 
marks. This seal served unt 1 1858, when the present seal of the 
Third District Court was adopted. Four hun red and forty-one 
attorneys have been admitted by the supreme court, and now, ac- 
cording to the best information I have b. en able to obtain, there are 
about three hundred and fifty lawyers in the Territory; nearly two 
hundred in Salt Lake City. Territoria! courts in the pas have not 
been popular; sometimes because the judges were personally obnox- 
ious; and always because the people had no voice in their selection. 
They were generally non-residents, each from a different State, and 
brought ideas derived from their home practice, which were not 
always germane to the Utah system. The men who have received 
these appointments have been as well fitted for the office as could 
be expected. The mode of appointment, the salary and tenure of 
office are salient features of a vicious judicial system. Nevertheless, 
Utah has had some excelent judges. During the last twenty years 
the business of the courts has rapidly increased in volume and im- 

rtance. During this period all the court reports, nine volumes, 
ave been published. 

The bar in Utsh twenty years ago was an able bar. Its talent 
and learning have sine been maiotained, and its numbers have 
larg. ly increased. Many whom the profession and the pnblic de- 
lighted to honor are not now with us; some have gone to other fields, 
and others to “the undiscovered country from whose bourne no 
traveler returns.” Prior to 1874, Utah was part of the wild west, in 
which the people were mre inclined to action than reflection; to 
take what they claimed than to sue for it; or when they brought 
suit, to temper their concessions of judicial authority by blending 
with its processes, more or less, the rough and ready remedial re- 
sors of frontier life. One of the many histories of Utah records 
that it was at one time found impossible to serve certain writs; and 
when the question of jurisdiction was brought before the court, 
several lawyers entered, insulted the judge, threatening him with 
violence oniless he decided in their favor. In such time and with 
such practitioners, it ought not perhaps to surprise ns that the leg 
islature enacted a Jaw defying any remedy for the collection of com- 
pensation for services of lawyers and making them amenable to 
summary punishment for misconduct in court. Not long after- 
wards the legislature evacted a law, ‘‘that no laws nor parts of laws 
shall be read, argued, cited or adopted in any court during any 
trial, except those enact: d by the Governor and Legislative Assem- 
bly of this Territory, and those — by the Congress of the 
United States when applicable; and no report, decision, or doin 
of any court shall be read, argued, cited, or adopted as precedent in 
any other trial.” The legi-lature with such examples of irregular 
practice in mind, may have been imbued with ideas of the law other 
than home made, not unlike those expressed in an old drama: ‘‘The 
law is a sort of hovus pocus science, that smiles in yer face while it 
picks yer pocket.” And therefore the less there were the better. 

Pioneer and frontier life is e-sentially the same everywhere, 
differing only in degree and according to the heterogeneous elements 
which influence it. It may be characterized as sleupe rough ard 
ready. Men return proximately to the theoretical sta e of na'ure; 
impatient of se forms of speech, dress or procedure. they are direct, 
outspoken, summary. At first there is only the jus gentium, and 
every person interprets and executes it for bimeelf, if he can; if op- 
posed, he goes as far as hecan. The primitive modes of trial are 
revived, notably by battle; though they seldom fight all day and 
until sundown, as in olden times. Not un nently, however, they 
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ness have a sense of justice. Their police, however, is lax. Per. 
sonal animosities have free action; no refuge or sanctuary can 
tect against the fierce and angry pursuer. Bad men resort to such 
communities; and there is wanting the restraints and preventives 
which in older communities are effectual for their comfort and pro. 
tection. When these primitive settlements become permanent t 
naturally improve in manvers and morals. The objectionable habits 
and modes of action are gradually corrected till they fade out anj 
be ome obsolete. A sincere belief in equal rights and justice be. 
tween man and, that self government is safe, that a benign progress 
is all that contributes to a better condition and a better manh 

is ingrained in the American mind. It is a characteristic hope of 
the American people; their guiding faith. If one of them meets 
others beyond the reach of written laws and the processes of con 

he is a law unto himself; he is reaiy to coalesce with such others 
and co-operate with them in rude methods of temporary rule; and 
he welcomes the early coming of stricter forms, regular and stable 
governm-nt. He easily adapts himself to new surroundings and 
new conditions; may be one day a tailor and another a president; 
one day a servant, another a general. 

Utah has passed through the rough stage of its pioneer history, 
It is now a permanent American Commonwealth. It is imbued with 
the American spirit. It cherishes the common hope that under the 
benign operation of our National and State institutions man will 
have perfect human government. It is ready and competent, as 4 
homogeneous factor, to do ite part in working out this grand mis. 
sion and destiny of the republic. The members of the leg .] profes. 
sion in the United States have prominence, always conceded to 
ability and fitness, not only in the administration of justice in the 
courts, but in shaping the monetary system of the councry and con- 
trolling its financial policies. It takes part in the business activi- 
ties on which its material prosperity depends; it is prominent in its 
literature, its legislation, and in its government. 

This association is intended to represent the profession in this 
Territory and St.te, when it shall become one. Its object as ex- 
pressed in its fundamental law, is ‘‘the elevation of the standard of 
professional learning and integrity; to inspire the greatest degree of 
respect for the efforts and influence of the Bar in the administration 
of justice; and to cultivate fraternal relations among its members,” 
This is our compreheusive three-plank platform. It is simple, but 
it is broad and deep. We would have our ideal lawyer pussess the 
dual excellence of learning and integrity. No comparison of these 
two elements is intended or necessary. They should go ‘together. 
Learning, however, will always be partial, limited, incomplete. In 
this life our knowledge is only finite. We see as throngh a glass 
darkly. One man can master only a part of the learning of the 
world. But no limita ions can be conceded as far as integrity is 
concerned. That is an indispensable quality. It must be ever ac- 
tive, complete, perfect; it must be always alive, present and practi- 
cal. It must dominate without parley or compromise. Only attor- 
ness admitted to practice in the supreme court are, or can be, mem- 
bers of o r association. We have all passed the ordeal of examina- 
tion necessary both as to learning and good moral character A 
minimum of learning which will suffice for incipient practice may 
insure admission to the bar and to this association. But to oar 
ideal of learning this minimum is as a pebble toa mountain, It 
is hoped that no one ha. joined us who is content with this minimum, 
who willingly remain on the lowest rung of the professional ladder. 
If any such have done so they are not members for the purposes, 
nor have they the aspirations which induced this organization. 


Oar standard is not merely theoretical. Our aim of ee pe is 
actual. In it we earnestly anticipate that every member will prac- 
tically participate. To no class of persons is universal knowledge 
more useful than tolawyers. Their practical urefulness depends, 
of course, on a thorough acquaintance with the law as a primary re- 
quisite. They will, moreover, find daily advantage in a knowledge 
of the natural scienres, of men, and of the nature of all contemporary 
relations and concrete things. Learning, in a great measure, asso- 
ciated with a strict integrity and common sense, makes a great coun- 
selor. The learning may be indifferent, but a modicum, and still 
the lawyer be respectable. Irrespective of the amount of the per- 
son’s learning, however, if he is wanting in perfect integrity, he is 
odious as a man, detestable and dangerous as a lawyer. It will be 
no part of the aim or practical work of this association to defend or 
aid in maintaining the standing of such alawyer. The Bar Associa- 
t on would win respect for its efforts and influence in the adwinis- 
tration of justice. Respect is the spontaneous homage paid to merit. 
Repect for lawyers begins with veneration of the law. Ho ker, & 
reat English divine, said: “Of the law there can be no less ac- 
Enowtedged than that her s at is in the bosom of God; her voice 
the harmony of the world; all things in heaven and earth do her 
homage, the very least as feeling her care, and the greatest as not 
exempt from her power” The world echoes the injunction to law- 
yers gracefally uttered by Pope the poet, to all men, ‘‘Act well your 
part, there all the honor lies. 7~ 
Lawyers are necessary to the practical operation and adminis- 
tration of the law. Th ir office and function are in exercise univer 
sally and are as old as the law. Every man cau no more be his own 
lawyer than his own doctor, or his own tailor. He needs a man 
learned in the law to explain bis rights and champion them when 
they are disputed. The lawyer professes to qualify himself ior this 
service, and when he is called upon to act he assumes duties to 








begin and end after that time. Such communities under their rough- 





client. These are consistent with his other duties ; they neither in- 
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yolve nor permit mendacity in words nor in acts. The ordinary 
pionship of civil rights in litigation is a faithful and persistent 
study and labor to advance a cause, believed to be meritorious in 
fact and inlaw. He is instrumental in proviog the facts by testi- 
pony, aul he expounds the law which is applicable. In the con- 
gaitation room the client meets the attorney face to face; explains 
his private affairs, repo-es coofidence. When the lawyer brings to 
the aid of his clients average professional learning diligence and 
skill; when he faithfally keeps their contidences inviolate and us~s 
the knowle ige thus gained only for his clieuts’ benefit, he is entitled 
to the respect due to a witness who tel s the truth and nothing but 
the truth; the respect, in short, in which men generally are held 
who fulfil their obligations. Neither the legal nor any other pro- 
fession or calling need ever strive for greater honor than to have 
this title to universal respect, that all its members fulfil their obli 
tions. No matter how humble is a man’s pursuit, how limited his 
ability or his learning, if he has the modesty to un ‘ertake only what 
js withia his capacity, and he does whut he agrees, he is entitled to 
t. 
If an association were to be formed consisting only of tho-e ad- 
mitted and retained by this standard, though it include the w rkers 
in every field of industry, whether brain or muscle, it would be tue 
best association and the most honorable men on earth. It follows 
that associations and all professions whose members fail most con- 
gpicuously and generally will have the least title to respect. The | 
reproach will be greater or less according to the gravity of the in 
terests sacriticed or put in jeopardy by their neglect. incompetency 
or perfidy. It would be a vain boast that lawyers are more corr-ct 
in their professional lives than any «th: r men, but it may be prac- 
ticable to constitute and maintain a bar association with a member- 
ship of faithfal lawyers who will justiy the purp se declared in our 
constitution: ‘‘fo win respect for our efforts im the administration 
of justice.” Lawyers having transcendent talent and learning may 
win wore than the respect due to honesty and mediocrity; but even 
ins will never have a more valid and endu:ing claim to respect 
and admiration than the counsellor by whose adress disputes are 
brought to a peaceable settlement, and who advises litigation only 
in the last resort. A lawyer who is unminodful of his own personal 
profits and serves his clients with a mind single to their interests, 
nobly conceives and does his duty. In such cases there is no eclat; 
only the satisfaction of we'll doing. 

In common with all other citizens lawyers are part of the body 
politic. They have a common interest in whatever conduces to the 
general good. Thy have aspecial interest in good government and 
good laws. A bad government affords no demand for lawyers. Such 
a government operates on them in like manner as upon all members 
of the community, and, besides, greatly to their prejudice profession- 
ally. ‘They prosper by regular culls for their services uuder settled 
laws, which are digested into symmetrical system, generally under- 

Their studies are ethical. A bad law to them is like a dis- 
cord toa musician. It is neither a grateful nor a profitabie employ- 
ment to take part in the administration of laws against which their 
moral sense rebels. They have, as history teaches us, been conspic- 
uous io gathering the iruite and crystalizing in the jurispradence of 
the world the results of revolutions in which the people have spoken 
in their strength against tyranny and injustice. Magna Cha ta, 
the bill of rights, habeas corpus, the Decluration of American Inde- 
pendency, and in great part the Co stitution of the Uuited States 
were cunceived aud framed by lawyers, and by their advocacy have 
become luminous points to mark the Anglo Saxon path trom despot- 
ism to constitutional liberty. Next to good liws, lawyers are earn- 
est supporters of good courts. It is an houor to do service in a court 
where the ermine i- spotless, where incorruptible integrity, learning 
on preside. Beforesuch a tribunal counsel can be intrepid, 

en 


“ Thrice is he armed that hath his quarrel just.” 


The bar is the natural bulwark of the bench, its monitor and its 
defense. Judges are selected from the bar. Their office should be 
maintained ia purity, exalted by the powers conferret on it, and by 
the learning and dignified impartiality with which those powers 
are exercised. ‘the tenure and salary should be such that the best 
lawyers may accept it as a fit acknowled.ment of the great quali- 
ties required. As law and constitution wakers they shuuld be per- 
Manentiy fitted by the nature of their studies and the goa! they 
aspire to reach. The last object of the association is fraternity 
ms its thembers. Shakespeare has epitomized their duty in one 

e: 


“ Strive mightily, but eat and drink as friends.” 








THE supreme court of Alabama has recently set aside a verdict 
because after the jury retired to deliberate, the judge, who was 
somewhat sick, directed the sheriff to bring the jury to his hotel if 
they had reached a conclusion before morniug, and the verdict was 
Teceived at the hotel in the presence of the defendants. The su- 
Preme court held that the judge must appear in court to receive the 
Verdict, and that a verdict not received by the court, but by the 
jadge out of court, was invalid. The defendants, who were con- 
Vieted of assault with intent to kill, cannot be tried again, as they 





Were once in jeopardy, and they have been discharged from prison. 
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ABATEMNET AND REVIVAL. 


An action against a railroad company for discrimination in 
freight rates does not abate by death of the shipper subse- 
queut to the bringing thereof. Tucker v. Providence & W. 
kk. Co. (R. 1.) 27 Atl. Rep. 448. 

Where alleged insolvent dies befure return day of an applica- 
tion for his insulvency, the proceedings in insolvency abate, 
and orders that have been made theieiu cease to have any 
force. Vermont Marble Co. v. Superior Court and County of 
San Francisco, (Cal.) 34 Pac. Rep. 326. 


AGENCY.—See Principal and Agent. 


APPEAL.—See also Error. 


Addi ional abstract filed by appellee will not be stricken from 
the record for failure to serve and file it within time re- 
quired by court rule, where no prejudice has resulted trom 
delay. Boggs v. Douglass, (lowa.) 56 N. W. Rep. 412. 

An agreed statement not carried into the journal entry,nor made 
a part of the record by bill of exceptions, will not be con- 
sidered. Phoeniz Mut. Fire Ins. Co. v. Brecheisen, (Ohio 
Sup ) 35 N. E. Rep. 53. 

Application to United States supreme court for a rehearing can- 
not be eutertained when presented after expiration of the 
term at which the judgment was rendered. Bushnell v, 
Crooke Min. & Smelt Cv, 14 Sup. Ct. me 22. 

Case on — must be served by an otficer, unless appellee’s attor- 
Leys —e service otherwise. Cummings v. Huffman, (N. 
C.) 18 8. E. Rep. 170. 

Claim that a parol agreement which the action is brought to 
enforce is within the statute of frauds will not be considered 
when first made on—. Byers v. Johnston, (la.) 56 N. W. 
Rep. 449. 

Court of appels will not determine legislature’s power to enact 
a law which is attacked as uncunstitutional, unless it is 
necessary 1n order to determine questions appearing on the 
record. Curtin v. Barton, (N. Y. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 1093. 

Court of civil appeals has nojurisdiction to try a case where the 
transcript fails to show that notice of — was given in court 
below, as required by Rev. St. Art. 1387. Luckey v. Warren, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 617. 

Entry of — cannot be amended in appellate court. Stockton v. 
Harmon, (Fia ) 13 So. Rep. 833. 

In action on written contract, au exception to the refusal of the 
court to admit evidence as to prior oral negotiatous will not 
be reviewed on —, onthe ground that the written instra- 
ment is ambiguous, where no such claim was made before 
the trial court. Phelps v. Gamemell Fire Alarm Tel. Co, 
(Sup.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 654, 55 N. Y. S. Rep. 339. 

In order to review the determination of the speci «1 term on mat- 
ters of fact, findings of fact are necessary. Neil v. Fords, 
Howard §& Hulbert, (Sup.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 406, 55 N. Y. 8. 
Rep. 74. 

Saatounbanss given and refused, not incorporated in the state- 
ment or bill of exceptions, cannot be reviewed.on —. Mis- 
soula Electric Light Vo. v. Morgan, (Mont.) 34 Pac. Rep. 488. 

Motion for new trial not necessary to review of proceedings on 
motion to set aside a judicial sale of land. Dreese v. pm, 
(Kan.) 34 Pac. Rep. 349. 

No — lies to supreme court from decree entered by circuit court 
pursuant to a mandate trom the circuit court of appeals, 
Aspen Min. §& Smelt Co. v. Billings, 14 Sup. . t. Rep. 4. 

Objection to the admission in evidence of vouchers and accounts 
on the ground that there was no proof of the siguature of 
the vouchers, nor of the correctness of the accounts, cannot 
be first raised on—. Bartow v. Sidway, (Sup.) 25 N. Y. 
Supp. 179, 55 N. Y. S. Rep. 268. 

Power of general term to reverse judgment in the absence of ex- 
ceptions will only be exercised where it is apparent that 

reat injustice has been done. Kowalewsha v. New York, L. 
3 & W. R. Co. (Sup.) 25 N. Y. 8. Rep. 184, 55 N. Y. 8. Rep. 


167. 

Question of alleged misconduct of juror will not be reviewed on 
—, when the affidavit as tosuch misconduct is not in the 
record by a bill of exceptions. Pence v. Waugh, (Ind. Sup.) 
34 N. E. Rep. 860. 
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Supreme court will not review a trial in district court, on peti- 
tion in error, unless a motion for new trial was made and 
a ruling obtained thereon Withnell v. City of Omaha, (Neb.) 
56 N. W. Rep. 381. 

Nor will it review mere questions of computation, unless 
the yey was presented to the trial court. Dowd v. 
Blood, (la.) 56 N. W. Rep. 452. 

Though an order for new trial is made on erroneous ground, 
yet, if the order can be justified on grounds of error in law 
occuring during progress of trial, it should be affirmed. 
Sharklin v. Hall, (Cal.) 34 Pac. Rep. 636. 

Under Practice Act 1891, proper method for review of common 
law is by writ of error, and not by —. Atchison, T. § S. F. 
Co. v. Martin, (N. M.) 34 Pac. Rep. 536; Martin v. Atchison, 
T. § S. F. R. Co. 1d. 

Where it clearly appears that the judgment is right, it will not 
be reversed on the sole ground that some erroneous reason 
for the decision was expressed, Home Ins. Co. v. Atchison, 
T. §. 8S. F. R. Co. (Colo. Sup.) 34 Pac. Rep. 281. 


ASSIGNMENT AND INSOLVENCY. 


An assignment for benefit of creditors of the goods, chattels, 
and property of assignor, does not pase to the assignee a 
claim of the assignor against decedent’s estate for commis- 
sions as executor. In re Mulligan’s Estate, (Pa. Sup.) 27 
Atl. Rep. 398; Appeal of Cattell, Id. 

Mere fact that after an assignment the assignors, at suggestion 
of some of the creditors, proposed a composition has no 
tendency to show that the assignment was made merely to 
coerce a settlement. Van Bergen v. Lehmaier, (Sup.) 24 N. 
Y. Supp. 356, 55 N. Y. 8. Rep. 532. 

Nor is mere fact that an item is omitted from the schedules 
of an assignor’s »ssets sufficient to justify a finding that 
they were falsely made up with a view of cvercing 
creditors into a settlement, where there is testimony 
that the omission was by mistake. Sme case. 

One whose debtor has made an assignment, may, after neglect 
on part of —— for 11 years to take proceeding to dis- 
cover propeity belonging to the debtor, and a estab- 
his claim by judgment, institute such proceedings hi 
Hamlin v. Bennett, (N. J. Ch.) 27 Atl. Rep. 651. 

Fact that the creditor filed his claim with the assignee does 
not prevent him from instituting snch proceediugs. 
Same case. 

Sending a claim to an assignor by mail is sufficient presenta- 
tion, under the general assignment law, as such law does 
not provide how claims shall be presented. In re Wiltse, 
(Co. Ct.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 733, 5 Miss. Rep. 105. 

Where application for removal of assignee was made, and there 
was nothing to show that the application was well founded, 
such assignee was entitled to a reasonable amount as attor- 
ney’s fees in resisting the appiication. In re Cadwell’s Bank, 
(la.) 56 N. W. Rep. 672; King v. Wood, Id. 

Where an assignment requires an acceptance and a release 
within a time specified, an acceptance, with a mere “ offer” 
to release, made by a creditor within such time, is insuffi- 
cient, but both must be executed within such time. Jaffray 
v. Steddman, 35 8. C. 35, followed. Armstrong v. Hurst, (8. 
C.) 188. E. Rep. 150. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. 


An attorney prosecuting a suit on a champertous contract can- 
not surrender the contract and proceed with the suit in 
client’s absence, though he be also her attorney in fact 
under a power. Kelly v. Kelly, (Wis.) 56 N. W. Rep. 637. 

Attorneys for creditors, who are not attorneys in fact, cannot 
execute releases for their clients. Armstrong v. Hurst, (S. 
C.) 18S. E. Rep. 150. 

In action for professional services, evidence by plaintiff that de- 
fendant consulted him about a claim in April, and that he 
brought suit in May, may be fairly taken to mean that in 
bringing suit he was following instructions. Taft v. Shaw, 
(Mass.) 35 N. E. Rep. 88 
In such action, where the employment is denied, records 

and pleadings in the action for which the services were 

rendered are admissible as tending to show an employ- 

ment. Stringer vr. Breen,(Ind. App ) 34 N. E. Rep. 1015. 

They are also admissible as tending to show the value 
of such services. Same case. 


BANKS AND BANKING. 


On the question whether a bank agreed to pay a depositor in- 
terest, evidence that he had accounts in other banks on 
which he was paid interest is inadmissible. McLaughlin v. 
Nat. Mohawk Valley Bank, (N. Y. App.) 34. N. E Rep. 1095. 

President and cashier have no anthority, by virtue of their office, 
to sell property belonging to a bank. Greenwald v. Wilson, 
(Kan.) 34 Pac. Rep. 403. 

Right to put National bank in voluntary liquidation, given to 
stockholders by Rev. St. § 5220, does not affect comptroller’s 
right to appoint receiver under act of June 30, 1876. Wash- 
ing Nat Bank v. Eckels, (Cir. Ct ) 57 Fed. Rep. 870. 

Nor does provision of Act of 1876, that, after receiver has 
had charge of bank long enough to pay all ite debts, the 


meelf. 








—= 
stockholders may select an agent to take charge of gn, 
assets as remain, limit comptroller’s power to take actig, 
before bank ceases to do a banking business. Same 
The power vested in the Comptroller of Currency 

act June 30, 1876, (19 Stat. 63) authorizing bin 
whenever he becomes satisfied of the insolvency of, 
National bank, to appoint receiver, is discretionary. 
and his decision as to such insolvency, for the pur. 
pose of such appointment, is final, and not reviey. 
able by the court. Same case. 

Under Rev. St. U S. § 5242, prohibiting seizure of property of 
National banks before final judgment, by attachment onde 
State law, avd returnable to State court, such seizure 
void, and it isimmaterial whether the bank is solvent or jp. 
solvent Planter’s Loan § Sav. Bank v. Berry, (Ga.) 188, 
E. Rep. 137. 


CARRIER.—See also Railroad Company. 


Consignee who refuses to accept the goods on ground of delay 
in delivery by — cannot be held liable for dempy. 
rage and storage fixed by rules of the —, of which he hag 
no notice, unless the rates of demurrage and storage ar 
shown to be reasonable. Baumbach v. Gulf C. § S. F. By, 
Co, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 S. W. Rep. 693. 
Mere delay in delivery is not conversion, and consignee cap. 

not refuse to accept the goods, and recover their total 
value, though at the time of delivery he had no use for 
the goods. Same case. 

Defendant having by the shipping contract limited its liability 
to its line, as it had a right to do, a connecting line is not 
d+ fendant’s agent even for the purpose of forwarding the 
shipment. Gulf C. & 8. F. Ry. Co. v. Williams, (Tex. Cir, 
App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 626. 

Expense account furnished by the carrier and showing the 
amount of freight, constitutes no part of the bill of lading, 
and cannot be used in aid of it unless referred to therein, 
Texas § S. R. Co. v. Wood, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8.W. Rep.44, 

Railroad company is not bound to provide cars strong — 
to safely transport animals that are “vicious” and unruly, 
but only such as are only unruly. Selby v. Wilmington ¢ i 
R. Co. (N. C.) 188. E. Rep. 88. 

Transportation company operating a railway, and a line of 
steamboats connecting at company’s wharf, is not required 
by the third section of the interstate commerce act, to per- 
mit the boats of a competitor to land at such wharf. II 
waco Ry. § Nav. Co. v. Oregon Short Line §& U N. Ry. Co, 

(Cir. Ct. App.) 57 Fed. Rep. 673. 


CHATTEL MORTGAGE. See Mortgage. 


CONTRACT. 


A — that plaintiff and defendant shall buy a tract of land, and 
that the deed shall run to defendant, and that plaintiff shall 
pay part of the price, anu receive a deed from defendant to 
a part of the land, is not void for lack of mutuality. Nill 
v. Welsh, (Ia ) 56 N. W. Rep. €57. 

A promise to pay interest is sufficient consideration for a 
promise to extend the time for the payment of a note. 
Moore v. Redding, 13 So. Rep. 849, 69 Miss. 841. 

Attendance as a witness in an action pending in another State, 
is a sufficient conside:ation for a promise by the party to 
pay the witness a sum in excess of legal witness fees, since 
such attendance could not have been compelled by subpoena. 
Armstrong v. Prentice, (Wis.) 56 N. W. Rep. 742. 

Notes obtained without consideration from a man weak in mind 
and fond «f liquor,by plying with him liquor, by playing on 
his fears as to action of creditors, and ~ threatening and 
caloying him when intoxicated, are invalid. Knott v. Lidy- 
man, (Wis.) 56 N. W. Rep. 632. 

Where terms of a — are alleged to have been omitted froms 
written receipt by frand, accident, or mistake, burden of 

roof is on party alleging the fraud. Jessup v. Ivory, (Ps. 
Se) 27 Atl. Rep. 840. 


CORPORATION. 
After judgment in justice’s court against a — for labor, ant 
execution returned unsati-fied, an action may be maintained 


against a stockholder. Voight v. Dregge, (Mich.) 56 N. W. 
Rep. 557. 


Amendment of a by-law which merely changes the number | 


necessary to constitute a quorum of a board of directors 

does not alter another by-law which requires a vote of two- 

thirds of the directors to snspend or remove an officer of the 

Stockton v. Harmon, (Fla.) 13 So. Rep. 833. 

Citizens of New York State may organize a — under laws of an- 
other State, and carry on the business thereof in their own 
State. Lancaster v. Amsterdam Imp. Co. (Sup.) 25 N. Y. 
Supp. 309, 55 N. Y. S. Rep. 69. y 

In action in equity by a corporate creditor to enforce a charter 
liablility on the part of the directors of the — for its debts, 
the — is not a necessary party, since it has no rights to be 
ascertained befo'e the rights of the parties can be deter- 
mined and settled. Bauer v. Pratt, (Sup.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 

426, 55 N. Y. 8. Rep. 96. 
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Nor bave the directors (defendant) an interest in joinin 
the — as defendant so as to show how far its assets will 
go in paying plaintiff's claim, where its insolvency is 
established by an averrment in the complaint that 
plain: iff’s execution against the —was returned wholly 
unsatisfied. Same case. 

Liability of corporate stockholders to the creditors of the — is 
several, not joint, and, when proceeded against by action, 
each must be sued separately. Howell v. First Nat. Bank, 
(Kan.) 34 Pac. Rep. 395. 

Receiver of a bank, against which a judgment of dissolution 
has been rendered, may be compelled to allow stockholder 
to examine ite books, and make abstracts therefrom. People 
v. Cataract Bank, 25 (Sup.) N.Y. Supp. 129, 5 Miss. Rep. 407. 

Special r- medies for the enforcement of stockholder’s individual 
liability being created by law of State where —is organized, 
such liability cannot be enforced by proceedings of a dif- 
ferent character, even in another State. Fowler v. Lamson, 
(Ill. Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep. 932. ; 

Where business of a — is a failure, and the best interests of the 
stockholders require a sale of all the property of the com- 
pany, so as to wind up the business, the majority of the 
stockholders have power to order the sale against the pro- 
test of the minority. Price v. Holcomb, (Ia.) 56 N. W. Rep. 
407. 

COVENANT. 

A — to erect “‘ only a single dwelling ” in a certain lot does not 
prohibit erection of apartment house designed for several 
families. Hutchinson ve. Ulrich, (111. Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep.556. 
The construction of such a — is for the court. Same case. 

Existence of a public highway over the land is a breach of the 
— against incumbrances. Copeland v. McAdory, (Ala.) 13 
So. Rep. 545. 

Fact that a — restricting use of lots for certain purposes, is 
not observed by others, is no defense in favor of any one 
violator against his immediate neighbor, who has observed 
the — and whio objects to his manner of breaking it. Row- 
land v. Miller, (N. Y. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 765. 

Knowledge by grantee in a deed,of an incumbrance on the prop- 
erty or of a paramount title does not impair bis right of re- 
covery for breach of the — of warranty. Same case. 

In action for breach of such a —, it is not necessary to show 
an eviction by legal process, but it is sufficient to show 
by a preponderance of evidence that plaintiff yielded to 
hostile assertion of an irresistible paramount title. 
Same case. 

Value of improvement made by grantee after purchase 
is not an element of damage. Same case. 

Reciting that grantor covenants, grants and agrees that he 
‘‘against all and every person and persons, whomsoever 
lawfully claiming or to claim the same, or any part thereof, 
shall and will warrant and forever defend,” is a — for quiet 
enjoyment, not one against incumbrances. Leddy v. Enos, 
(Wash.) 33 Pac. Rep. 508. 

Such a — is not broken by fact of outstanding city and 
county taxes at time the deed is executed. Same case. 


ERROR.—See also Appeal and New Trial. 


Defendant cannot complain that in overruling his motion for a 
new trial the court required plaintiff to remit part of ver- 
dict in his favor. Kelley v. Kelley, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 
1009. 

Party cannot, on appeal, take advantage of — in an instruc- 
tion in his own favor. International B’ldg. § Loan. Assn. 
v. Fortassnin, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 496. 

— alleged in a petition in — will not be reviewed on appeal un- 
less pointed out in the brief of the party complaining. 
Brown v. Dunn, (Neb ) 56 N. W, Rep. 703. 

— in sustaining demurrer to a paragraph of the answer is harm- 
less when facts pleaded in *uch paragraphs are admissible 
under the general denial which is also pleaded. Kelley v. 
Kelley, Supra. 


So,too,—in overruling demurrer to one count in a complaint, 


if the verdict was based on the other count. Jones v. 
Malvern Lumber Co., (Ark.) 23 8. W. Rep. 679. 

So, too, —in striking out of one answer, matter admissible 
under another. Darnell v. Sallee, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. 
Rep. 1020. 

ASSIGNMENT OF.—That the court erred in sustaining excep- 
tions to the two special answers of defendant,is too general, 
it appearing that there were two special exceptions and two 
answers. Hrane v. Texas Printing § Lithographing Co., (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 23 8. W. a 476. 

An — ona point on which there is no bill of exceptions in 
the record, cannot be considered on appeal. Sloan v. 
Thompson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8..W. Rep. 613. 

One good paragraph in complaint is sufficient, as against — 
to effect that the complaint does not state facts suffic- 
ient to constitute a cause of action, and that court be- 
low erred in overruling demurrer thereto. Darnell v. 
Sallee, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 1020. 

That ‘‘ the court erred in refusing to give three special in- 


6,” is too pan. when the instructions bear ypon dif- 
ferent aud distinct issues. Waggoner v. Daniels, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 738. 

That there was error in sustaining the special exceptions to 
defendant’s answer, is not sutticiently definite to be no- 
ticed, there being several exceptions, some of which, at 
least, were well taken. Texas & P. Ry. Co. v. Donovan, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8S. W. Rep. 735. 


EVIDENCE. 


An exection and the return thereon, cannot be proved orrally, 
unless their absence be explained. Wells v. Bourne, (N. C.) 
18 S. E. Rep. 106. 

Any fact is admissible, though collateral to main issues, which 
tends to prove or disprove the matter in dispute. Findlay 
Brewing Co. v. Bauer, (Ohio Sup ) 35 N. E. Rep. 55. 

Courts will not take judicial notice that proof in mechanics’ 
liens cases, of work done and material furnished, will re- 
quire the examination of a long account. Cassidy v. McPar- 
land, (N. Y. App.) 34. N. E Rep. 893. 

But will take such notice that the lands surronding Seattle 
harbor have for years been selected and known as_ the 
site of acity and are hence exempt from settlement under 
the homestead and exemptionlaws. Ez parte v. Davidson, 
(Cir. Ct.) 57 Fed. Rep. 883. ; 

Defendants having cross-exa nined plaintiff as to certain of his 
letters, he was properly allowed to give in — other letters 
of his on same subject to defendants. Stringer v. Breen, 
(Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 1015. 

It is not necessary that a hypothetical question propounded to 
an expert witness shall embrace all the facts as to the par- 
ticular subject under investigation. Davidson v. State, (Ind. 
Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep. 972. 

It was not error to exclude — of the contents of certain letters 
referred-to by defendant as a witness, after he practically 
admitted that he had voluntarily destroyed them. Baldwin 
v. Threlkeld, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 851. 

Letters written by defendant tending to prove plaintiff’s claim 
are admissible against him. Price v. Horton, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 23 S. W. Rep. 501. 

Non production of papers essential in the trial, which are 
proved to be in the pos-ession of one of the parties, unex- 
plained, raises a presumption that they contain something 
to the disadvantage of the party retaining them. Eckel v. 
Eckel, (N. J. Err. & App.) oF Atl Rep. 433. 

On the question whether rent of land was authorized to be ap- 
plied to debts of the owner’s grantor, the latter’s declara- 
tion’s are hearsay and inadmissible. Littlev. Cook, (Minn.) 
56 N. W. Rep. 750. 

Party cannot introduce — as to what he said at some previous 
time in regard to the facts in issue. Cohn v. Heimbauch, 
(Wis.) 56 N. W. Rep. 638. 

Record of proceeding in judicial district court of Utah, duly 
authenticated, is admissible to show that such proceedings 
have been had. Friend v. Miller, (Kan.) 34 Pac. Rep. 397. 

Rumors that a person had become insane are -not competent to 
prove insanity. McLane v. Elder, (Tex. Civ. App.) 238. W. 
Rep. 754. 

Testimony based on daily market reports from a commercial 
centre comes from a a authentic source, and is not 
hearsay. International § G. N. R. Co. ¥. Dommitt County 
Pasture Co., (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 754. 

Where plaintiff holds written contract for conveyance of land on 
making certain payments, he cannot show by parol that 
under the terms of the contract the title vested in him be- 
fore compliance with the its terms. Heflin v. Campbell, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8S. W. Rep. 595. 

Witness may testify that she was on the train, and that it was 
running so fast that it frightened her; that she knew it was 
running very fast, and thought so before the collision, be- 
cause it frightened her. Galveston, H. § S. A. Ry. Co. v. 
Dueln, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 S. W. Rep. 596. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. 


As against a voluntary settlement, the law raises, in respect to 
existing debts, a conclusive presumption of frand. Manning 
v. Riley, (N. J. Ch.) 27 Atl. Rep. 810. 

A postnuptial settlement made in pursuance of an antenup- 
tial parol promise, and followed by nothing on tae part 
of the wife but marriage, is voluntary. Same case. 

One to whom debtor fraudently conveys property should be 
charged with the value thereof, though he transfers it to 
another without receiving value therefor. Victor v. Levy, 
(‘Sup.) 25 N, Y. Supp. 644, 55 N. Y. 8S. Rep. 720 

Pre-existing debt already due, is a good consideration for a 
chattel mortgage, as against attachment creditors of the 
mortgagor. Beadle v. Miller, (Neb.) 56 N. W. Rep. 710. 


INJUNCTION. 


Court of equity has jurisdiction to entertain a suit for an — 
against various owners of trespassing animals, for to leave 
complainant to remedies at law would involve him in mal- 


















structions requested by defendants, numbered 1, 4 and 


tiplicity of suits. Smith v. Bivens, (Cir. Ct.) 56 Fed. Rep. 
352. 
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Only errors complained of being the dissolving of a restraining 
order, and refusal to grant interlocutory —, there being no 
abuse of discretion, the judgment will not be reversed. Har- 
reli v. Griffin, (Ga.) 17 8. E. Rep. 927. 

Will lie to restrain trespass o» and waste of a quartz ledge in a 
mining claim, remedy at law being inadequate. Allen v. 
Dunlap, (Or.) 33 Pac. Rep 675. 

And to enjoin wa'er company from breaking its contract to 
supply water to a brewery, when turning off the water 
would stop the brewery, destroy large quantities of 
malt, and injure the brewer’s trade. Horsky v. Helena 
Consol’d Water Co , (Mont.) 33 Pac. Rep. 689. 

And to restrain city council from acting through a commit- 
tee illegally appoiuted for purpose of inve-tigating con- 
duct of its president, and expelling him from the coun- 
cil. Armitage v. Fisher, (Sup.) 24 N. Y. Supp. 650, 4 
Misc. Rep. 315. 

JUDGMENT. 


Defendant’s failure to anvpear or answer is an admission only as 
to the facts which are properly pleaded by plaintiff. Doud 
Sons § Co. v. Duluth Mining Co., (Minn.) 56 N. W. Rep. 443. 

Fact that persons have been improper y joined as parties defen- 
dant does not warrant the entry of a —in tveir favor. The 
action should be dismissed as to them. Gillam v. St. Louis, 
A. § T. Ry. Co. (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 S. W. Rep. 716. 

Where employe sued on the breach of the contract of employ- 
ment for part of damages to which he was entitled and ob- 
tained — therefor, any further suit thereou is barred. Olm- 
stead v. Bach, (Md.) 27 Atl. Rep. 501. 

Where note given for an open account is brought into court, the 
fact that the findings and — of the court rest on the origi- 
nal account is not prejudicial to defendant, since the note is 
not payment of the account. Spaulding v. Stubbings, ( Wis.) 
56 N. W. Rep. 469. z 

Where note is given for the price of a chattel sold with war- 
ranty, a recovery for breach of the warranty does not affect 
the right to rec»ver on the vote. Trautwein v. Twin City 
Iron Works, (Minn.) 56 N. W. Rep. 750. 


LIMITATIONS, STATUTE OF. 


Grantee in a deed ab-olute but intended as a mortgage, cannot 
enforce the lien thereof, where he is not in possession under 
it, aiter the debt secured is barrel by —. McKeen v. James, 
(Vex. Civ. App.) 23 S. W. Rep. 460. 

Ju -ior mortgagee may avail himself of the defense of — in an ac- 
tion to foreclose senior mortgage. Scott v. Sloan, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 23 8S. W. Rep 42. 

Mutual accounts are not barred by — so long as there are items 
of debit and credit within statutory period. Cargill v. At- 
wood, (R. I.) 27 Atl. Rep. 214. 

Taxes being payable by life tenant, and not by the remainder 
men, @ promise by former to pay taxes barred by — will 
take them out of the — so as to :ermit proceedings against 
the land therefor. Dural v. Perkins, (Md.) 26 Atl. Rep. 1085. 

The — begins to run in favor of drawer of a check at latest 
after the lapse of a reasonable time for presentation of the 
check. Scroggin v. MeClelland, (Neb.) 56 N. W. Rep. 208. 

Where replicatio: alleged infancy, only, iu avoidance of the 
plea of —, the disability of coverture cannot be asserted on 

trial. Crow wv. Fiddler, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8S. W. Rep. 


. 


MASTER AND SERVANT. 


Brakeman has an implied authority to remove from his train, in 
@ lawful m:nner, a trespasser found on a car platform. 
Smith v. Louisville § N. R. Co., (Ky.) 23S. W. Rep. 652. 
Where brakeman in removing trespasser kicks him from 

the train, while in rapid motion, the company is liable 
for injuries caused thereby, the act being with scope of 
brakem: n’a employment. Same case. 

Employer who furnishes to night workmen enough torches to 
light the platform where they are working, is not responsi- 
ble for injury to one of the workmen arising from their 
failure to light only part of the torches. Kaare v. Troy 
Steel § Iron Co., (N. Y. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 901. 

In 1 diana, brakeman on freight train is co-servant of the con- 
ductor of another train,through whose negligence a collision 
occurs. Kerlin v. Railroad Co. 50 Fed. Rep 185, followed. 
Becker v. Baltimore & O. R. Co , (Cir. Ct.) 57 Fed. Rep. 818. 

Laborer acting as temporary foreman of bridge gang, but at 
same time actually assist:ng in the labor, is fellow-servant 
ofrest of the gang. Texas § P. Ry Co. v. Rogers, (Cir Ct. 
App.) 57 Fed. Rep. 378. 

Manager of theatre is responsible for acts of a special police, 
who was appointed for the th atre, at manager's special re- 
quest, by the board of metropolitan police c mmissioners, 
and who was employed »nd paid solely by such manager. 
Dickson v. Waldron, (ind. Sup.) 35 N. E. Rep. 1. 

Manager is liable for a-sault and battery on inoffensive 
patron by euch police when acting asdoor-keeper, sine 
such act was within scope of employment. Same case. 

One working us fireman on a locomotive with the permission of 





the company, for purpose of learning the business, is a fel- 


—— 
—— 


low-servant of train dispatcher employed by such company 
Millsaps v. Louisville N. O. § T. Ry. Co., 18 So. Rep. 696, 69 
Miss. 423. ‘ 

To suddenly, and without warning, and without orders from g 
brakeman between the cars in coupling them, increase the 
speed, is negligence. Lowe v. Chicago, St. P. M. § 0, Ry, 
Co., (Ia.) 56 N. W. Rep. 519. 

To shunt cars without an attendant thereon in a railroad yarg 
is not negligence per se, where employees are aware of the 
system and the danger therefrom. Schaibee v. Lake Shore $ 
M.S. R. Co , (Mich.) 56 N. W. Rep. 565. 

Where «mployee is injured by defective flange in a bel’, an in. 
struction that it is master’s duty to take reasonable care to 
keep the machinery in a reasonably safe condition, by 
proper repairs., is correct. Texas § P. Ry. Co. v. Nix, (Tex, 
Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep 328. 

MORTGAGE. 


A — by an heir on his undivided interest in his father’s and ip. 
cludes any and all interest which he owns therein, whether 
in possession, revision, on remainder Carter v. McDaniel, 
(Ky ) 23S. W. Rep 507. 

A — on certain mining property, covering the land, the coal in 
the land, the mining machinery and income, issues and 
profits arising from aud ont of the mortgag-d property and 
business operations, is valid. Funk v Mercantile Trust Co, 
(la.) 26 N. W. Rep. 496. 

A personal judgment on a note secured by a valid trust deed is 
erroneous, since the security must first be exhausted. Powell 
v. Patison, (Cal.) 34 Pac. Rep. 677. - 

Where intestate bas conveyed land abso utely to his creditor as 
security, a purchaser from his adwinistrator gets no title as 
against the creditor except on condition of redeeming the 
land. Daniel v. Wilson, (Ga.) 188. E. Rep. 134. 

Where — is expre-sly made subject to a prior —, the junior 
mortgag e cannot, in an action to foreclose the prior —, 
claim that latter is barred by the statute of limitations, 
Park v. Prendergast, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 S. W. Red. 535. 

CHAITEL.—Agreement that mortgagee of stock in trade may 
dispose of the goods as before, and apply avails to his mort- 
gage debt, in connection with fact that its stock was there- 
after replenished from time to t me, out of such avails, does 
not render the — fraudulent in law. Bartlett v. Walker, 
(Vt.) 27 Atl. Rep. 496. 

Chattel mortgagor cannot defeat replevin suit by junior 
mortgagee by setting up property in a stranger, and 
then simply proving in support thereof that there is an 
older mortgage outstanding, where, as between plaintiff 
and mortgagor, the former is entitled to possession. 
Koehring v. Auliman, Miller § Co. (Ind. App.), 35 N. E. 
Rep. 30. 

Mortgage of leased chattels, executed by lessee, is, in legal 
effect, an assignment of the lease, and mortgagee is 
bound by all the items of the lease, and is likewise 
estopped from disputing lessor’s title. Newbauer ». 
Gabriel (Wis.), 56 N. W. Rep. 733. 

Where mortgagee takes posse-sion of goods under a — valid 
as between the parties, the fact that the acknowledg- 
ment was defective, and that record of the — was not 
constructive notice to third persons, is immaterial, 
since the taxing possession by chattel mortgage renders 
record notice unnecessary. Liggett § Myers Tobacco Co. 
v. Collier (la.) 56 N. W. Rep. 417. 


NEGLIGENCE. See also Railroad Company. 


Gen. St. Conn. 1888, §§ 1008, 1009, relating to actio1s for death by 
wrongful act, do not change the general rule of law that 
due care on part of person injured must beshown. Chandler 
v. New York, N. H. § H. R. Co. (Mass.) 35 N. E. Rep. 89. 

In action for personal injuries, it is error to charge that if de- 
fendants could by reasonable care. have prevented the in- 
jury, they are liable, notwithstanding plaintiff was guilty 
of contributory —. Indiana Stone Co v. Stewart (Ind. App.) 
34 N. E. Rep. 1019. 

In action to recover for damages caused by —, it is sufficient to 
state that the act was negligently done, without alleging 
what particular acts constituted the —. Louisville, N. 0. 
& Berkey (Ind. Sup.) 35 NeE. Rep. 3. 

Plaintiff after making out a prima facie case, by showing — 00 
defendant’s part need not prove that there was not con- 
tributory —. Baker v. Westmoreland § C. Nat. Gas Co. 
(Pa. Sup.) 27 Atl Rep. 780; Id. 702. 

The — of a nurse, through which a child in her charge is injured, 
is imputable to the parents. Schlenks v. Central Pass. B’y 
Co (Ky.) 23 8. W. Rep. 589. 

Where contributory — is established by uncontroverted facts of 
the case, it is court’s duty to instruct the jary that plaintiff 
canuot recover. Missouri Pac. R'y Co. v. Moseley (Cir. Ct. 
App.) 57 Fed. Rep. 921. 

Where party by his own — has contributed to the injury, he 
cannot recover, beer defendant was also negligent. Port 
man v. City of Decorah, (Ia.) 56 N. W. Rep. 512. al 

Fact that plaintiff d.es not ask court to direct a verdict in his 
favor does not constitute a waiver of the right to ask for — 
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because the verdict was against the evidence, where there 

was some evidence for defendant. Slater v. Dressler (Sup.) 

25 N. Y. Supp. 153; 55 N. Y. 8. Rep. 172. 

It being apparent that great injustice has been done, a — may 
be granted, either by the general or special term, thongh the 
question was not presen by any exception. Moore v. 
Batten (Sup.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 141; 6 Mise Rep. 20. 

Where, in an action to quiet title, defendants by cross-complaint , 
ask the foreclosure of a mortgage on the di~puated land, but 
concede plaintiff's claim of title; and the judgment quiets 
the title in plaintiff subject to the lien of defendant’s mort- 
gage, plaintiff is not entitled to a— as of right. Pool v. 
Davia (Ind. Sup.) 34 N. E. Rep. 1130. 

MOTION FOR.—Denial of — cannot, in Federal courts, be as- 
signed as error. Halder v. United States, 14 Sup. Ct. Rep. 10. 
Fact that a — is granted as to one of two defendants who 

join therein does not render it necessary to grant it as 
to the other. Kelley v. Kelley (Ind. App.), 34 N. E. Rep. 
1009. 

Is not necessary to a review of proceeding on motion to set 
aside a judicial sale of land. Dresse v. Myers (Kan.), 34 
Pac. Rep. 349. 

Must be made and a ruling thereon obtained, or the snpreme 
court will not review a trial in the district court on 
petition in error. Withnell v. City of Omaha (Neb.), 56 
v. W. Rep. 381. 


PARTIES. 

An intervener +ubjects himself as fally to the jurisdiction as if 
he had brought an original action, and defendant in inter 
vention may recover an affirmative judgment against the 
intervener, either because of matters growiug out of the 
intervener’s claim, or by establishing a counterclaim. 
Braithwaite v. Aiken (N. D.), 56 N. W. Rep. 133. 

Objection as to misjoinier of — plaintiff cannot be raised for 
the first time on appeal. Moore v. Vickers (Colo. App.), 34 
Pac. Rep. 257. 

That defect or non-joinder of — agence may be relied on, ob- 
jection should be made in the answer. foley v. Bullard 
(Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 1081. 

Where it is claimed that, in the execution and delivery of a 
note, the maker acted as agent for another, an action there- 
on cannot be maintained against both the alleged principal 
and agent. First Nat. Bank v Turner (Sup.), 24 N. Y. Supp. 
793. 


PAYMENT. 

In action for an indebted: ess, where the facts constituting the 
cause of action are set forth in the complaint, proof of — is 
inadmissible, unless such defense is specially pleaded. 
Esbensen v. Hover (Colo. App.), 33 Pac. Rep. 1008. 

Money voluntarily paid to a public officer not as fees, but for 
services, which he had no right to render nnless gratuitous- 
ly, cannot be recovered. Eley v. Miller (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. 
Rep. 836. 

On plea of —, burden of proof is on the party pleading it. Lan- 
ier v. Hugnley (Ga.), 18 8. E. Rep. 39. 

Surety on note transferred as collateral security to the payee 
thereof a mortgage given him by the maker as indemni y 
azainst loss as such surety; Held that the acceptance of 
this transfer did not operate as a—of the note. Barkiell v. 
Swan, 13 So. Rep. 809; 69 Miss. 907. 


PLEADING. 


After issues have been fully made up, it rests within judge’s 
sound discretion ei‘her to permit amendments in tuarther- 
ance of justice and on terms, or absolutely to refuse the 
righ’ of amendment. Commercial Nat. Bank v. Gibson(Neb.), 
56 N. W. Rep. 616. 

Answer setting forth only conclusions of law may be treated as 
sham and irrelevant, and may be struck out on motion. 
Dennis r. Nelson (Minv.), 56 N. W. Rep. 589. 

Court by erroneou-ly overruling a demurrer to the reply, is not 
precluded from correctly decidi g a motion for judgment 
~ the pleadings. Sherburne v. Strawn (Kan.), 34 Pac. Rep. 

). 


It is error to give judgment on account of the insufficiency of 
an affidavit of defen e filed, when the cause is not ove in 
which an affidavit of defense can be legally required. 
Bartoe v. Guckert (Pa. Sup,) 27 Atl. Rep. 845. 
But it is not erreur to refuse tu require an uunecessary alle- 

gation of a complaint t» be made more specitic. Indiana 
Stone Co. v. Stewart (Ind, App.), 34 N. E. Rep. 1019. 
Nor is there available e:ror in a refusal to strike out 
art of a —. McWhorier v. Norris (Ind. App.) 34 
. E. Rep 854. 

Motion to serve amended complaint, made nearly sixteen years 
after service of the -riginal complaint, and five months after 
service of last — in the case, was properly denied for laches. 
Wooster r. Bateman (Super. N. Y.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 806. 

Qn complant for d for non- performance of a contract, 
plaintiff cannot obtain judgment for rescission of the con- 


Plaintiff's motion for jadgment becanse the answer is evasive is 
properly denied, where plaintiff’s objection to the answer 
may be overcome by the correction of an evident clerical 
error which the context shows to be the use of ‘‘when” for 
“where.” Raker v. Bucher (Cal.), 34 Pac. Rep. 654. 

Where matter alleged to be irrelevant is not obviously so, but 
requires an elaborate argument to show its irrelevancy, a 
motion to strike out will be denied. Gaylord v. Beardsley 
(Sup.), 25 N. Y. Supp. 598; 54 N. Y. 8. Rep. 234. é 

Where sufficiency of complaint is questioned for first time on 
appeal by an assignment of error, if either paragraph of the 
complaint states a cause of action, the assignment will be 
disregarded. Thatcher v. Turney (Ind. App.), 34 N. E. Rep 
1013. 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 


A second extension in the time of payment, releases one who 
signed his name across back of non-negotiable note which 
gives holder the option, at any time before as well as after 
the time of payment stated in note, to extend to drawers 
and ind orsers, or either of them, the time of payment. Oyler 
v. McMurray, (Ind. App 4 54 N. E. Rep. 1004. 

A first extension would not release such a signer. Such 
signer does not incur the liability of an indors-r of com- 
mercial naper, but is deemed a joint maker, though in 
fact a surety. Same case. 

He would be held to such first extension though it was 
done under an agreement between his co makers 
aod the holder, of which he had no knowledge, and 
to which he did not consent. Same case. 

Bond purporting to be joint and several obligation of one who 
is about to be commissioned a notary public, as principal, 
and of others as sureties, but which has been executed by 
the sureties only, does not, upon its face, show any con- 
tract obligation on part of such sureties. Mastin v. 
Hornsby, (Miun.) 56 N. W. Rep. 751. 

If surety discharges his obligation for less sum than its full 
amount, he can only claim against the principal the actual 
sum paid. Price v. Horton, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 
501 


Sums recovered from defaulting postmaster through agency of 
his sureties, and paid over to the government, should be 
credited upon defaulter’s general account, not upon liability 
of sureties. Alexander v. United States, (Cir. Ct. App.) 57. 
Fed. Rep. 828 

Surety on supersedeas bond are not entitled to have a suit 
thereon stayed until attached lands of the principal are sold 
and such se-urity exhausted. Davis v. Patrick, (Cir. Ct. 
App.) 57 Fed. Rep. 909 f 


RAILROAD COMPANY. See also Carrier and Negligence. 


A — cannot be convicted for any obstruction erected or main- 
tained over or upon a highway during time its business and 
property were in hands of a receiver. State v. Minneapolis ¢ 
St. L. Ry. Co, (Ia.) 56 N. W. Rep. 400. 

A — is under no obligation to keep the platforms about its 
depot in safe condition as against a boarding-house keeper, 
who goes to the depot to meet an incoming train for pur- 
pose of securing a boarder Post v. Texas § P. Ry. Co. (Tex. 
Civ. App,) 23 8. W. Rep. 708. 

In ac'ion to recover for ivjuries at railroad cros ing, the ques- 
tions whether signals were given, and whether the com- 
pany’s employees were negligent, were for the jary. le 
v. Pennsylvania § N. Y. Canal § Railroad Co. (N. Y. App.) 
34 N. E. Rep. 1063; 54 N. Y. 8. Rep: 719. 

Persons who convey a right of way in Tennessee directly to a 
— are entitled to a lien for purchase money prior to that 
of the mortgage bonds of the company. Central Trust Co. 
v. Bridges, (Cir. Ct. App.) 57 Fed. Rep. 753; McBee v. Cen- 

tral Trust Co. Id. 

Rate of speed of train, if a proximate cause, may be considered 
with other facts, on the issue of the ruilroad’s negligence, 
though there is no statutory limit to said speed. veston, 
H. §& 8. A. By. Co. v. Duelan (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 
Where plaintiff was injured through gross negligence of defend- 

ant's trainmen, who had full knowledge that he was on the 
train, defendant is liable for the — even if the plaintiff 
was atrespasser. Everett v. Oregon, 8S. L. § N. W. Ry. Co. 
(Utah) 34 Fed. Rep. 287. 

REFEREE. 

A — after a case has been submitted to him for decision, has no 
right to strike ont testimony, unless such right is specially 
reserved. Blashfield v. ~—. State Tel. §& Tet. Co. (Sup.) 
24 N. Y. Supp. 1:06, 54 N. ¥. S. Rep. 917. 

An erroneous order, referring issues to a — without consent of 
the parties, is not a ground for reversal, if no exception 
was reserve d thereto. Joshua Hendy Mach. Works v. Pacific 
Cable Const. Co. (Cal.) 33 Pac. Rep. 1084. 

Terms on which a case on reference will be reopened, and a 
party permitted to offer other evidence, are within discre- 
tion of Page v. Methfessel (Sup.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 11, 54 





tract. Cowart v. Ed (Tex. Civ. App.), 23 8. W. Rep. 


N. Y. 8. Rep. 544. 
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Where, in action on contract for sale of goods, defendants set 
. up fraud, and ask an accounting, it is not error to send the 
case toa —. Cudd v. Williams (8. C.) 188. E. Rep. 3. 
Where parties simply object to a reference, and afterwards at- 
tend same and give no notice of appeal until final decision 
of the court on report of the —, they will be deemed to have 
acquiesced in the order. Same case. 
SALE. 


Bill of — describing property conveyed as all the household 
and kitchen furniture, and all other property of every de- 
scription, belongivg to the grantor at a certain house, suf- 
ficiently describes tne property conveyed. Kelly v. Flem- 
ing (N. C.) 18S. E. Rep. 81. 

Contract for the — of a lot of furniture, all to be of a certain 
quality, for a lump sum, is an entire contract, and buyer is 
not obliged to receive it, a part threof not being of such 
quality. Sidney School Furniture Co. v. School Dist. of War- 
saw Tp. (Pa. Sup ) 27 Atl. Rep. 856. 

Execution of chattel mortgage on goods shortly after their re- 
ceipt by purchaser is such an assertion of owner-hip as will 
constitute an acceptance of the goods by him. Liggett § 
Myers Tobacco Co. v. Collier, (la.) 54 N. W. Rep. 417. 

Where, at suction — of hogs, owner makes public proclamation 
to bidders that the hogs were as thrifty a lot as he ever 
owned, and he had been in the business many years, it con- 
8 itutes a warranty of soundness. Sterens v. Bradley, (la.) 
56 N. W. Rep. 429. 

Written order given to plaintiff's agent to ‘Please ship” certain 
goods, for which ‘‘] agree to pay” a tixed price, is not bind- 
ing on person ordering, until accepted or acted on by plain- 
titt. McCormick Harvesting Mach. Co. Richardson (la.) 56 
N. W. Rep. 682. 

SET-OFF AND COUNTERCLAIM. 


Ceunterclaim for damages for malicious prosecution is not 
availabie where such prosecution is not at an end at the 
time the action in which it was pleaded was commenced. 
Cawker City State Bank v. Jennings, (la.) 56 N. W. Rep. 394. 

Guarantors of a debt, in an action to recover it, cannot set-off 
damages sustained by their principals, in absence of an as- 
sigument of the claim, or an allegation of insolvency, or 
other ground for equitable jurisdiction. Newton v. Lee, \N. 
Y. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 905, 54 N. Y. S. Rep. 629. 

In action against attorney for conversion of money collected for 
plaintiff, an answer eetting up a lien on the money for ser- 
vices rendered, does not set-up a counterclaim, as a lien is 
not a counterclaim. Rochester Distilling Co. v. O’Brien, 
(Sup.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 281. 

TRIAL.—See also Evidence and Witness. 


Error committed by admission in evidence of a written instra- 
ment without proof of its execution is cured if such proof is 
afterwaids made before the party offering the instrument 
has rested his case. Jones v. Losee, (Neb.) 56 N. W. Rep. 
300 


In a — by the court, a request for a finding is properly denied 
where a portion of it is not supported by the evidence. 
wegen v. Schierloh, (Sup.) 25 N. Y. Supp. 676, 55 N. Y. 8. 

ep. 349. 

It is not within province of court to instruct jury as to what 
censtitutes prima facie evidence of a fact, unless such evi- 
dence is made so by law. Missouri Pac. Ry. Co. v. Byars, 
(Ark.) 23 8S. W. Rep. 583. 

It is proper for counsel to read to jury pleadings filed by ad- 
verse party, though not regularly introduced in evidence. 
= v. Sykes, (Sup,) 24 N. Y. Supp. 943; 54 N. Y. S. Rep. 


Objection to the acknowledgment of a deed sought to ‘be in- 
troduced in evidence, on the ground that it was not ac- 
knowledged as required by law,” is too general. Leon & H. 
a Land Co. v. Dunlap, (Lex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 

Party who offers her husband as a witness must state what she 
expects to prove by him. A general offer 1s properly re- 
fused. Hoffman v. Joachim, (Wis.) 56 N. W. Rep. 636. 

Reference to matters outside the record in argument of counsel 
is improper. Zandall v. Evening News Ass’n, (Mich.) 56 N. 
W. Rep. 361. 

Unless proper question is asked a witness, an error in refusing 
an offer to prove is not available on appeal. Darnell v. 
Salle, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E. Rep. 1020. 

Where facts, are admitted or are undisputed, and are such that 
reasonable men can draw but one conclusion from them, it 
is the duty of the court to declare that conclusion to the 
ef Northwestern Fuel Co. v. Danielson, (Cir. Ct. App.) 57 

ed. Rep. 915. 

INSTRUCTION.—An — in civil action requiring facts to be. 
‘‘conclusively” shown is erroneous. Greathouee v. Moore, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 226. 

Are properly refused unless tuey are correct in all particu- 
rs. Christian v. State, (Ind. App.) 34 N. E .Rep. 825. 
Court is not required to give an — on a given issue where 
the — is not formulated and presented. Teras § P. R’y 

Co. v. Robinson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8S. W. Rep. 433. 


——=_ 

Error cannot be predicated on an — given in langu 
stantially like an — requested sy P yn 
Village of Vernon, (Mich.) 55 N. W. Rep. 1022. ; 

Exceptions to the charge after jury has retired to considg 
their ve dict will not be considered on error. Bracks 
v. Union Pac. R’y Co. (Cir Ct. App.) 56 Fed. Rep, 4 

It is not error to refuse an — which emphasizes ond, ives 
undue prominence to a single fact. oe 
iams, (Ala.) 13 So. Rep. 755. 

Statute requires all — and modifications thereof to be jy 
writing, where oral — or oral modifications are gi 
to which exception for that cause is taken, it is ther. 
fore ground for error, Harting v. Gordon, (Neb.) % 
N. W. Rep. 324. 

Where in action for damages, court fails to instruct ag ty 
interest thereon, as no such — is asked, the omisgiog 
cannot be urged aserror. Fink v. Gulf C. § 8. F, Ry 
Co., (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8S. W. Rep. 330. 

VERDICT.—A — for a certain sum, and “interest” from a cer. 
tain time, is for interest to be computed at the legal rate, 

Duzan v. Meserre, (Or.) 34 Pac. Rep. 548. 

A — obtained by taking one-twelfth of the aggregats 
amount of the several estimates of the jurors is not ob. 
jectionable when there was no antecedent agreement to 
be bound by the result, and when each juror deliberate. 
ly accepted the amount thus ascertained. Consolidate 
Ice Mach. Co. v. Trenton Hygeian Ice Co. (Cir. Ct.) 57 
Fed Rep. 898. 

An “averaged” — is not bad where jurors did not agree be. 
fore voting, to be bound by the result, but accepted the 
average only after discussion, as a reasonable and fair 
result. Cortelyou v. McCarthy, (Neb.) 56 N. W. Rep. 62, 

Where written contract for rizht of way provided for pay. 
ment of damages in stock, it was proper for jury to re. 
turn a — finding for a specific sum as damages, and 
directing its np oe in stock. Hoffman v. Bloomsburg 
§ S. R. Co. (Pa. Sup.) 27 Atl. Rep. 564. 

VERDICT. See Trial. 


WITNESS. See also Evidence and Trial. 


Allowance of leading question is generally a matter of discre- 
tion. Howard v. Johnson, (Ga.) 188. E. Rep. 132. 

A —, being asked by counsel for the railroad, if she were not 
giving «n opinion about the signals, was properly allowed 
to answer: ‘‘I know that no signals given until after —_ 
the crossing, and this isnota mere opinion.” Galveston, H. 
§ 8. A. R’y Co. v, Duelin (Tex. Civ. App.) 23 8. W. Rep. 596, 

A — cannot be impeached by a question whether he had not 
“once before” testified differently. Cohn v. Héimbauch, 
(Wis.) 56 N. W. Rep. 638. 

Nor by the contradiction of immaterial statements. 
v. Malvern Lumber Co. ( Ark.)23 8. W. Rep. 679. 

A — who has testified may be impeached, whether his evidence 
was material or not. Daris v. Commonwealth (Ky.) 23 8. W. 
Rep. 585. 

Evidence of the bad character of a —, sought to be impeached, 
two years before the trial, is competent. Davis v. Common- 
wealth, Supra. 

Subpoena dices tecum, which requires a druggist to produce 
all prescriptions filled in his store since a certain day, is 
too indefinite, since the grand jury is not authorized to in- 
spect all the prescriptions, but only such as relate to the 
matter under investigation. State v. Davis, (Mo. Sup.) 3 
8. W. Rep. 759. 

There is no impropriety in an enquiry on cross examination 8 
to whether the — understood the meaning of a sway pat 
to her on her examination in chief. Pence v. Waugh (Ind. 
Sop.) 34 N. E. Rep. #60. 

WRITS. See Separate Titles. 


Wadsworth v, 


Jones 








Many negligence cases of interest have been decided in the last 
month by the Pennsylvania supreme court. It has been held that 
@ person walking on the railroad tracks without any business there 
could not recover for an injury, on the ground that the safety- gates 
were not closed at a highway near the place where he stood. The 
driver of a street-car was not held negligent because he looked for 
an instant to the sidewalk to see whether other persons desired to 
take passage. A verdict for nearly $2,000 obtained by parents of & 
child injured by a horse car, w's not sustained, because it appeared 
that the mother allowed her child of twenty months to go out in 
the street and upon the car tracks. In a recent negligence case in 
tbe New York supreme court a verdict of $9,000 was sustained by 
the General Term, although the boy who was injured while alight- 
ing from the platform of a car was not earning as large an income 
as he could obtain from the interest of the amount awarded. 





A DECISION in a novel case has been handed down by the su- 
preme court of Alabama, Some time ago a prominent Roman Cath- 
olic died in Mobile and bequeathed $2,000 to be nsed for the saying 
of masses for his soul. The court held the bequest void because 





there was no living beneficiary of the trust endeavored to be created, 
the soul not being an entity in contemplation of the law. 
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The American Bar Association. 


The seventeenth annual meeting of the as- 
sociation will be held at Saratoga Springs, 
New York, on Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday, August 22, 23 and 24, 1894. 

The sessions of the Association will be at 
10 o’clock A. M. and 8 o’clock P. M. on Wed- 
nésday and Thursday, and at 10 e’clock a. M. 
on Friday, at Convention Hall. 

The sessions of the Section on Legal Edu- 
cation will be held on Wednesday, Thursday 
and Friday afternoons at 3 o'clock at the 
same place. There is a separate programme 
for this section. 

The proposed conference on the subject of 
Patent Law will be held ou Thursday and 
Friday afternoons at 3 o’clock at the same 





place. 
WEDNESDAY MORNING, 10 O'CLOCK. 
The President’s Address, by Thomas M. 
Cooley, of Michigan. 
Nomination and Election of Officers. 
Election of the General Council. 
| Reports of the Secretary and [reasurer. 
| Report of the Executive Committee. 
WEDNESDAY EVENING, 8 O'CLOCK. 
| A paper by Hampton L. Carson, of Penn- 
sylvania, on ‘‘Great Dissenting Opinions.” 
| A paper by Charles Claflin Allen, of Mis: 


| souri, on ‘‘Injunction and Organized Labor.” | 


| 
| Discussion upon the papers read. 

| THURSDAY MORNING, 10 o’cLock. 
| The Annual Address, by Moorfield Storey, 
| of Massachusetts. 

| Reports of Standing Committees. 
Report of 1893, page 468. ) 

| (1) Jurisprudence aud Law Reform. 
(2) Judicial Administration and Remedial 
Procedure. 

(3) Legal Education and Admission to the 
Bar. 

(4) Commercial Law. 

(5) International Law. 

(6) Grievances, 
| Report of Special Committee on Uniform 
| State Laws, etc. (See Report or 1893, pages 
| 52 and 468.) 

Report of Special Committee on Expression 
and Classification of the Law. (See Report 
of 1892, pages 44 and 484; 1893, page 468.) 

Report of Special Committee on Federal 
Code of Criminal Procedure. (See Report of 
1893, pages 61, 365 and 468.) 

Fripay MORNING, 10 0’CLOcK. 

Nomination of Officers. ° 

Unfinished business. 

Miscellaneous business, 

Election of Officers. 

The annual dinner will be given at the 
Grand Union Hotel, at 7:30 o’clock Friday 
evening. A parlor in the Grand Union Hotel 
will be open as a reception room for the use 
of members of the association during the 
meeting. Members are particularly request- 
ed to register their names, as soon as con- 
venient after their arrival], in the register of 
the association, which will be kept in this 
|room. The members of the General Council 
will meet at the reception room at the Grand 
Union Hotel, on Tuesday evening, August 21, 
at 8 o’clock. The attention of the various 
standing committees is called to the provision 
in the by-laws by which such committees are 
required to meet every year, at such hour as 
their respective chairman may appoint, on 
the day preceding the annual meeting, at the 
place where the same is to be held. All such 
committees will also meet at the reception 
room at the Grand Union Hotel at 8 o’clock 
on Tuesday evening, August 21, for further 
consultation. It is desirable that all nomin- 
ations of new members, as far as possible 
should be submitted to the General Counci 
at its first session on Tuesday evening. The 
mode of nomination will be found below, and 
forms will be furnished by the secretary, if 
desired. Any nomination put in proper form 
and sent to the secretary before the meeting 
will be submitted to the General Council at 
its first session. The Executive Committee 


(See 


| 
| 
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will act on any nominations for elections 
made under the last clause of Article IV, if 
sent to the secretary prior to August 1. 
Forms will be furnished on application. 


“IV. Ali nominations for membersbip shall be made 
Ld the Local Council of the State to the Bar of which 
the persons nominated belong. Such nominations must 
be transmitted in writing to the Chairman of the Gen- 
=< Council, and approved by the Council, on vote by 

ot. 

“The General Council may also nominate members 
from Si!ates having no Local Council and at the An- 
nual Meeting of the Association. in the absence of all 
members of the Local Council of any State; Provided 
That no nomination shall be considered by the General 
Council unless accompanied by a statement in writing 
by at least three members of the Association from the 
same State with the person nominated, or, in their ab- 
sence, by members from a neighboring State or States, 
to the eff.ct that the person nominated has the quailifi- 
cations required by the constitution, and desires to be- 
come a member of the Association, and recommending 
his admission as a member.” 

“During the ape between the Annual Meetings, 
members may be elected by the Executive Committee 
upon the written nomination of a majority of the Vice 
President and members of the Local Council of any 


State.” 
By-Laws. F 

“IV. Each State Bar Association may annually sp 
point delegates, not exceeding three in number, to the 
next meeting of the Association. In State 
State Bar Association exists, any City or County Bar 
Association may appoint such delegates, not a 
two in number. Such delegates shail be entitled to 
the privileges of memvership at and during the said 
meeting.” 

The dues are $5.00 a year for members. 
Delegates pay no dues. There is no initiation 
fee. There are no additional dues for mem- 
bership of a Section. 

The attention of Committees is called to 
the following provision of the By-Laws: 

“All committees may have their reports printed b 
the Secretary, before the annual meeting, andany su 
report containing any recommendation for action on 
the } ~~ of the Association, shall be printed, and shall 
be distributed by mail, by the Secretary, to all the 
members of the Associasion, at least fifteen days before 
the annual meeting at which the report is proposec to 
be submitted.” 

In preparing for debate, members are re- 
quested to bear in mind the By-Law which 
provides that no person shall speak more than 
ten minutes at a time, nor more than twice 
on one subject. 

By order of the Executive Committee. 

JOHN HINKLEY, Secretary, 
215 North Charles street, Baltimore, Md. 

SECTION ON LEGAL EDUCATION.—The ses- 
sions of the Section on Legal Education in 
connection with the seventeenth annual 
meeting of the Association will be held at 
Saratoga Springs, New York, on Wednesday, 
Thursday and Friday, August 22, 23 and 24, 
1894, at Convention Hall at 3 o’clock in the 
afternoon. 


WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON, 3 0’CLOCK. 


The Chairman’s Address by Henry Wade 
Rogers, president of the Northwestern Uni- 








versity, Evanston, Ill. 
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A paper by John P. Dillon, of New York, 
on “‘The True Professional Ideal.” 

A paper by John D. Lawson, of the Uni- 
versity of Missouri, St. Louis, on ‘‘The Stand- 
ards of Legal Education in the West.” 


THURSDAY AFTERNOON, 3 O'CLOCK. 


A paper by Simeon E. Baldwin, of Yale 
University, New Haven, Conn., on “‘ Law 
School Libraries and How to Use Them.” 

A paper by Woodrow Wilson, of Princeton 
College, Princeton, N. J., on ‘‘Legal Train- 
ing for Undergraduates.” 

A paper by J. hn Henry Wigmore, of the 
Northw stern University, Evanston, Ill., on 
“Orthodox Legal Training.” 


FRIDAY AFTERNOON, 3 0’CLOCK. 


A paper by Edmund Wetmore, of New 
York, on ‘ Some of the Limitations and Re 
—— of Legal Education in the United 

tates. 


A paper by Wm. A. Keener, of Columbia 
College, New York, on *‘ fhe Inductive Meth- 
od in Legal Eddcation.” 


It is proposed to hold a conference of mem- 
bers of the Association on the subject of 
Patent Law at the same p'ace on rhursday 
and Friday afternoons, August 23 and 24, at 
3 o’clock. 

It is suggested that members of the Bar 
not already members of the Association who 
desire to take part in the work of the Section 
on Legal Ed.cation or the conference on 
Patent Law, should hand their names to the 
Secretary of the Association upon their ar- 
rival at Saratoga. 

NOTE.—Communications on matters connected with 
the Section on al Education may be addressed to 
George M Sharp, Secretary of the Section, 12 E. Lex- 
ington street, Baltimore, Maryland. 

ALABAMA. 


At the late meeting of the Alabama State 
Bar Association, held in Montgomery, on 
July 10 and 11, the followiog interesting pro- 
gramme was fullowed, a complete report of 
which will be given in an early issue: 

Annual address by the president, Hon. J. 
R. Dowdell; report of the treasurer; report 
of the executive committee; report of the 
Committee on Jurisprudence and Law Re- 
form, by the chairman, George P. Harrison ; 
paper by J. W. Tomlinson on ‘‘Why Plead- 
ings Shouid Be Verified by Affidavit;” report 
of the Committee on Judicia: Admivistration 
and Remedial Procedure, by the chairman, 
H. 8. D. Mallory; annual address by Hon. 
Thomas J. Semmes, of Louisiana, on ‘The 
Influence of the Civil on the Common Law;” 
paper by Hon. H. Austill; report uf the Com- 
mittee on Legal Education and Admission to 
to the Bar, by the chairman, A. 8. Van de 
Graaff; report of the Committee on Legisla- 
tion, by the chairman, D. 8. Troy; paper by 
8. D. Weakley on ‘“‘Labor and the Law; re 
port of the Committee on Grievances, by the 
chairman, A. T. London; paper by D. T. 
Blakey on ‘Electricity iu the Law;” report 
of the Committee on Correspondence, by the 
chairman, F. G. Bromberg; paper by H. K. 
White; report of uther standing committees; 
election of officers. A dinner was given by 
the asso: iation to its members at Jackson’s 
Lake, on the 11th. 

The following officers were elected: Presi- 
dent, James E. Webb, Birmingham. Vice 
a D. T. Blakey, Montgomery; Harry 

ilians, Mobile; H. 8. D. Ssallory, Selma; 
George P. Jones, Flosence; A. 8. Van de 
Graaff, Tuscalousa. Secretary and Treasurer, 
Alexander Troy, Montgomery. Executive 
committee, W. 8. Thorington, chairman; 
Thomas H. Watts, W. W. Pearson, George 
M. Mark-, Alexander Troy. Central Counc:l, 
E. P. Morrissett, chairman; John W. Tomlin- 
son, Horace Stringfellow, L. M. Lane, W. C. 
Swanson. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


At the annual meeting of the Berkshire 
Law Library Association, held in Pittsfield 
recently, these officers were elected: Presi- 
dent, —- W. Taft; secretary, E. T. Slocum; 
treasurer, George H. Tucker; librarian, Chas. 








E, Burke; executive committee, the presi 
dent, secretary and librarian, Charles E. 
Hibbard and John C. Crosby. The reports 
read were very satisfactory. 


MISSOURI. 


A meeting of the Bar Association of St. 
Louis was held July 10 to recommend candi- 
dates for Circuit Judge to the Republican 
and Democratic Conventions. Vice-Presi 
dent James L. Blair presided and Cornelius 
F. Bauer was secretary. The fvllowing 
members were in attendance: F. M. Judson, 
C. Claflin Allen, Lee W. Grant, Charles F. 
Joy, Edward ee Jr., J. W. Dry- 
den, Smith P. Galt, H. A. Haenssler, A. N. 
Crane, E. C. Elliott and Henry T. Kent. 
Judges D. D. Fisher, Jacob Klein and James 
Withrow were selected by the association as 
candidates to the Republican Convention, 
and George A. Castleman, Juhn H. Harrison 
and M. W. Huff are the choice of the bar to 
the Democratic Convention. 


The full report of the late meeting of the 
State Bar Association will appear in vur next 
issu «.—ED. 

OHIO. 


The Southern Columbiana Bar Association 
has been formed with sixteen members, em 
bracing the towns of East Liverpool, Welis- 
ville and Salineville. The following officers 
were elected: President, P. M. Smith, Wells- 
ville; vice-president, A. R. Mackal East 
Liverpool; secretary, W.M. Hill, East Liver- 
poo ; treasurer, J. S. Purinton, East Liver- 

ool; executive committee, J. H. Bruokes, P. 

. Smith, W. F. Jones. Resolutions were 
proposed endorsing John M. Cook, of Steu- 
benville, for the Circuit Judgeship in this 
district. 

At the annual meeting of the Sandusky 
Law Library Association held recentiy, John 
Mackey was elected president aud E.B King 
vice-president. The following board of trus- 
tees was also chosen: Arthur Phinney, E. 
M Colver, H. L. Peeke, U T. Curran and 
J.F McCrystal. Ata meeting of the Board 
of Tr..stees, the same day, George E. Reiter 
was chosen treasurer and Theodore Alvord 
secre The report of the treasurer shows 
the finances of the association to be ina 
healtiy condition. Judge Kelly appointed 
Mr. Thevdore Alvord bailiff of the library 
at a salary of $500 per annum. Though this 
amount will be paid to Mr. Alvord he will 
not retain it, but, following the example of 
his predecessors, will turn the money over to 
the iund for fhe purchase of books. 


The fifteenth annual session of the Ohio 
State Bar Association was heid at Put in- 
Bay, July 18, 19 and 20. The association 
was called to order at 2 o’clock of the 18h, 
by 8. 8. Wheeler, Esq., of Lima, president of 
the executive committee. The president’s 
address was delivered by 8. R. Harris, b.sq., 
of Bucyrus, The report of Judge L. H. Pike, 
treasurer, showed a comfortable balance of 
over $1,000 in the treasury. Over filty new 
members were a mitted. Memorials on | e- 
ceased members were read as follows: James 
H. Hoyt, Esq., of Clevelaud, on Henry 8. 
Sherman, son of the late Hon. Charles Sher- 
man; Judge of the United Siates district 
court of the Northern District of Uhio, and a 
nephew of Senator Jobn Sherman, and by 
Judge John A. Shauck, of Dayton, on George 
Ww. Fiouk, late member of congress from t e 
Dayton district. The threatening industrial 
condition in the State, compelled Gov. Mc- 
Kinley to cancel his engagement to be 
pres: nt, and the principal address was also 
omitted because Hon. J. Randolph Tucker, 
of Virginia, was prevented by illness and 
age from being present. 

The committee on Legal Education re- 
ported that the legislature had at its instance 
extended the time required for study for ad- 
mission to the bar from two years to ‘hree 
years. The change takes effect July1, 1895. 

‘Lhe committee on Judicial Administration 
and Legal Reform reported as follows: That 





they favored a graded salary bill for all coun- 


_ 
a 


ty officers instead of the fee system now 
vailing, that such a bill was introduced ae 
the last legislature but was defeated, The 
committee also urged the passage of the fj. 
lowing laws: 

1, A bil! providing that laws of a gener) 
nature sal] take effect 30 days and bile ofa 
local nature 10 days after passage. 

2. A bill probi iting preferences Within 
30 days prior to an assignment for the benefit 
of creditors. 

3. A bill providing that judgments 
warrants of uttorney shall be entered only; 
the county ofthe residence of the debtor, un. 
less the court of common pleas of that county 
is not in session. 

The committee was not called on to take 
any action on the subject of the Torrens 
tem during the year, for the reason that th 
commission ap ointed to prepare a Dill hay 
not yet made its report. It has however ds. 
voted a Jarge amount of time and labor y 
its preparation, and the committee recom. 
mended tha all possible assistance and gy 

rt be given by the association to the per. 

ecting and carryiug out of the system jg 
Ohio. 

The recommendations of the committe 
were approved with slight amendments. (po. 
of these was that laws of a general nator 
should not go into operation before Sept, |, 
of the year on which they are passed. 

The committee on nomination of «fficers me 
ported in favor of Charles Pratt of Toledo, 
for president ; Hon. L. H. Pike of Toledo, for 
treasurer ; and Frederick C. Bry: of Akron, 
for secretary. The report was adopted. The 
new president, Mr. Pratt, has for several 
ye'rs been chairman of the committee o 
Judicial Administration and Legal Reform, 
and is the nominee of bis party for a common 
pleas judgeship. The president appointed as 
delegates to the next meeting ot the Ameri- 
can Bar Association. Hon. W. J. Gilmore, of 
Columbus; Hon. W. T. Mooney, of &. 
—— and James H. Hoyt, Esq., of Cleve- 

and. 

A banquet was served Thursday evening 
at the Bee'e House for the members of the 
association, which was largely attended, and 
Wes @ great success in every way. The fol- 
lowing lists of toasts were responded to: 
Gen. Asa W. Jones, of Youngstown, toast 


master. ‘The Country Lawyer,” S. R. Har- 
ris, Esq. ‘Judicial Courtesies,’* [. A Ju- 
tice, Esq. ‘‘The Lawyer out of Tune,” 


D. Marshall, Esq. ‘ Lawyers of Antiquity,” 
Hon.Jobn A. Shauck. ‘ Business and the 
Law,” James H Hoyt, Esq. ‘Relation be 
tween the Bench and the Bar,” Hon. James 
F. Barket, and ‘‘ The Supreme Court,” Hoa. 
Wm. T. Spear. 

‘Lhe meeting was the most largely attendea 
one held for sever] years, and despite the 
extrewe heat, every one seemed t» haves 
thoroughly good time. The association will 
meet at the rame place next year, commen- 
cing on the third W ednesday in July. 

TENNESSEE. 

The Bar Association of Tennessee will hold 
its an:.ual meeting for 1894 op th 7th, 8th 
and 9th of August. at Lookout Mountain. 

TEXAS. 

The State Bar Association convened # 
Galveston on the 25th of July and a very é- 
joyable occasi n w shad. The board of di- 
r ctors of the associ tion, composer of Wil 
liam H. Clark, ot Dallas; Josep» B. § ubbs, 
of Galvest n; Lous R. Bryan, of Velasco: 
R bert G. Street, of Galveston, and William 
L. Prath+r, of Waco, gave active at'ention 
to securing an int re ting progrsmme and § 
lirge attendance was s:cured. ‘Ihe pre 
xTamme, in addition to the r-por's of com 
mittees on jurispradence aud 1+w retorm, jt 
dicial administration avd remedia! proced- 
ur, legal education and adm.seion to the 
bar, commercial law and criminal law, W% 
a> fol ows: 

Opening address of the president, “Com- 
mun cati.g the Noteworhy Changes i 
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Ownership,” by M. H. Gossett, of Kaufman. 
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ly Such Changes as Affect the Developement 
god Progress of the Law a:d the Admi.is- 
¢rat on of Jus ice,” by C 8. Paddleford, Cle- 
purne; ‘Assignments for the Benefit of 
Creditors,’ by Charles 8. Todd, of Texar- 
kana; ‘The St»tatory Craz-,” by E. B. Per- 
kine, of G e nville; ‘‘ The Law of Contribu- 
Negligence,’ by Dudley G. Wooten, of 
jas; ‘Jad cial Jorisprudence,” by Robert 
G. Street, of Galveston; “The Criiminel 
Law of Texas aod Its Administration,” by 
Judge No mn WG. Kittrell, of Hou-ton; an- 
pual address, “‘ Some Reflections on the Re- 
Jatio s of Capital and L«bor,” by Judge D. 
B. Tarletop, of Firt Worth; ‘The Leg.! 
Profes iooa—Its Value, ee aod | fiu- 
ence,” by Jodge Edwina Hobby, of Hvuuston ; 
“The Olu Coa: t,” by W. F. Rams-y, of Cle- 
borne; ‘‘ Juries or Jury Tr al,” by Judge T. 
H. Conuoer, ot Eastland; ‘‘Corporare Lanu 


VIRGINIA. 


The State Bar Asecciation met in annual 
sessiun at Virg nia Beach last montu and 
carried out a pro, ramme of unasual interest 
aod he pfulness. The mecting was called tu 
order by F H. MeGaue, of R chmond, cbair- 
man of the ex:cutive committee. He iutro- 
duced Judge Waller R. Staples, the preci- 
den, who celivered on exceediugly intere t- 
ing acdress on “ The O.d Virgivia County 
Court.” The repoite of ibe various commit- 
tees were reed, that of the C. mmi.tee on 
Lega Evucation aud Admission to the Bar, 
and on L.w K form (eivg par.icular:y pro- 
duct.ve of p acti: ai results. 

Tue annual addiess was de ivered by the 


LAWYERS. 
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NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


Bridgeport, Conn —Judge George Wakeful 
Wheeler, of the State supreme court, who 
lives in this city, and Miss Agnes L. Macy 
were quietly marr-ed recently. The ceremony 
was performed by the Rev. William Huckel 
in the presence of the bride’s family and a 
few sntimate friends. Miss Macy is the daugh- 
ter of the late Charles H. Macy. 

Hartford. Conn.—Judge E. B. Bennett and 
George O. Brott have formed a law partner- 
ship under the name of Bennett & Brott. Mr. 
Brott has been admitted to the Hartford 
county bar and came from New York city, 
where he has practiced several years. 

New Haven, Conn.—Henry G. Newton and 
Philip P. Wells have formed a partnership 
under the name of Newton & Wells. for the 
general practice of law. Their oftices will be 
at 878 Chapel street. 

Norwich, Conn —At the superior court bar 
meeting held on June 7, the applications of 
Bepjamin F. Hedden, formerly in the office 
of A. P. Tanner, of New London, Conn , and 
now a student of Yale, Richard P. Freeman, 
jr., formerly in the office of H. A. Hull, also 
of New London, and also now a student of 
Yale, Charies B. Whittles y, also a Yale 
student, fur admission to the bar were ap- 
proved. 


Boston, Mass.—Representative James E. 





weli-kuuwn Leouard A. Jones, of Remon, | 
who touk fur bis topic, ‘‘ Uniformity of 
Legislation in the States.” The address 
was cuarac eristica ly able and thoughtfui, 
and of protound in.erest to the legal ira- 
terni'y. It wll be pubiiched .n tuil, to- 
getber with the complete report of ull the 
proce-dings, in @ subsequent, issue of this 
j-urnal. 

The iollowing cfficers of the association 
were ekcted: Pre ident, Char.es M. Black- 
ford, of Ly: chburg; Vice Presidente, R. 8. 
Th ma, of Smithfieid; Rubers 8. Sou hal, 
of Amclia; William B. Petit, of Fluvapnna; 
E. M. Fulton, of Wise; E. E. Stickner, ot 
Woo: stock ; secretary aud Treasurer, Jack- 
eon Guy. 

New members of the Executive Commit- 
tee: Gorge L. Christiav, of Richmund ; 
Hon. William A. Little, of Freder.ckebuig; 
Alexand r F. Robertsun, of Staunton. 

Delega'es tu the American Bar Associa 


toa: Ju ge Theedore 8. Garnett, of Nor- | 


fole; R. L. Parrisb, of Covington, and La- 
cian L. Cocke, of Roanoke. 
There are 421 members on the rolls. 


CANADA. 


The Western Bur Association met at Sarnia 
on July 6. The lecal bar provided a special 
boat and took the visiting brethren tor an 
excursion on Lake Huron and the Giver St. 
Clair. ‘The meeting was held on board the 
boat. The recent leg slation relating tv the 
decentralization of law business trom To- 
Tonto was considered an approved of and sev 
eral 1urther changes were considered and re- 
ferred to a committee on legislation, with 
instructions to report before the next session. 
The present unsatisfactory pusition of the 
Maritime Court was also considered and a 
movement set on foot to restore to the local 
courts the power to deal w:th maritime law 
as belore the recent change centralizating 
this court in Toronto. Amoug those present 
were: John Idington, Q. C., Stiatford; R 
Bely, Q. C ; M. Fraser, J. W. Moore, I. 
F. Hellmuth, Q. C.; E. R. Cameaon, London; 
M. Wilson, Chatham; 8. Wigle, J. M. Bart- 
lett, E. CU. Cleary, Q C.; D. M. Sullivan, R. 
K. Cowan, Windsor; F. R. Blewitt, Listowe:; 
L, Davey, Goderich; J. F. Gansby, A. E. 
Shaunessy, Petrolia. After January 1, 1895, 
the association intend availing themselves of 
the provision made for the sitting of the High 
Court judges in London twice weekly. 





Hayes, of Charlestown, has dissolved his law 
partnership with Joseph J. Corbett, and is 
now located in the Niles building, where he 
has a handsome suite of offices, his new part- 
u-r being Mr. John O'Neil, also ot Charles- 
town district. 

Bost 2n, Mass.—The following were admitted 
to practice last month: 

J. F. Adama, L. H. Andrews. J. T. Auerbach, H. H. 
Baker, ¥. R. Bangs, J. A. Barnes, jr., E. P_ Benjamin, 
| Josian Bon, A. H. Brooks F. H Brooks, F W. 
| Brown, G. E. Burnbam, J. M. Burrell! W.5S. Can 
| beil. F. C. Chamberlain, *. H. Chase, H. M. Chase, A. 
| K. Cohen, ©. T. Cottrell D J. Coughlin Be jamio 
| Crafer, C.S. Emerson, J. H Fennessey, F. A. Fernald, 

M. E. Gill, A. 8S. Hayes. A. D. hill, Jobn Ingram, 
| Livingston Jenks, Robert Levi. J. A. Lowell T. F. 

McAnarney, H. S. McPherson, M. L. Meeser G. A. 
Moore, F. A. O'Connor E.J. Parker, B. C. Parsons, 
Wesley Paul, A. H. Reed, L. L. G. de Rechemovt W. 
|,R. S ars, C. B. Sias L. 8S. Simonds, C. &. Smith, P. S. 
| Sondheim, C. E. Sterns, J. A Stetson, L. M. 
| Stockton, H. F. =trout, F. F. “ullivan. jr, A. R. Tis- 
dale J F. Tomfourde, John White, jr , 8. E. Worthen 
| and C, J. Wright. 
Clinton, Mass.—William E. Leonard is an- 
| ticipating opening his law office in Clinton. 
Lynn, Mass —John Ingram was admitted 
| to practice on July *. He is a re. ent gradn- 
| ate of the Boston University School of Law. 

Marlboro, Mass.—Brigham & Hunt have 
dissolved partnership. C. W. Hunt bas taken 
an office in Warren’s block, while W. M. 
Brigham will remain at the old office in 
Hazelton btock. 


No. Adams, Mass.—Jobn H. Mack, who has 
recently graduated fom the Boston Law 
School, has opened a law office in this town. 

Rockland, M iss.—The well known law firm 
of Simmons & Pratt has been dissolved. Mr. 
Pratt, it is stated, will have offices in Abing- 
ton and Boston. 

Somerville, Mass. — John H. O’Neil, the 
rising young lawyer, has taken into partner- 
ship with himself Mr. Hayes, of the Jaw firm 
of Corbett & Hayes, which has recently been 
disso) ved. 

Springfield, Mass.— William H. McClintock 
and James B. Carroll have formed a partner- 
ship for the practice of law. Firm name will 
be Carroll & McClintock. 

Ware, Mass.—H. M. Coney and John H. 
Schoonmaker have formed a partnership un- 
der the firm name of Coney & Schoonmaker. 
Mr. Coney has built up an extensive practice 
and Mr. Schoonmaker is a rising young bar- 
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fine offices, an extensive library,and are well 
equipped to do business. 
Rutland, Vt.—Col. Frank C. Partridge, ex- 
United States Minister to Venezuela, is to 
open a law office in this city. 

—_——49——___—_—— 

MIDDLE STATES. 

Hoboken, N. J.—A. C. Young, of this city, 
on the motion of Mr. Otto Crouse, was recent- 
ly admitted to practice in the United States 
Court. 
Paterson, N. J.—James P. Van Hovenbur, 
and Vivian M Lewis, of thi« city, were ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States Court, 
Paterson, N. J,—John B. Humphreys, for- 
merly of the law fi m of Stevenson & Hum- 
phreys, has established himself in Room 10 
of the Morrisse building, where he will con- 
tinue the practice of his profession. 

Buffalo, N. Y.—!he lsw firm of Tabor, 
Sheehan, ( unneen & Coatsworth will build 
a seven-story fire proof office building on the 
site of their present offices, which sre on the 
north side vf West Eagle street between 
Delaware avenue and Franklin street. The 
plans for the new building are being drawn 
by Green & Wicks. Work will be begun as 
soon as plans can be made and contracts let, 

Little Falls, N. Y¥.—The Hon. P. H. Me- 
Evoy has admitted to membership in his law 
business, George O’Connor, who has been a 
student in his office for the past year. Mr. 
O'Connor was recently admitted to practice 
and is recognized as one ot the brightest 
young members of the Herkimer county bar, 

Lockport, N. Y.—Charles Hickey and Au- 
gustus Morris has evtered into a p rtnership 
f r the practice of law. The firm will be 
known as Hickey & Morris, with an office in 
the Adkins block. Both gentlemen are well 
known in the city and county, and the part- 
nership will doubtless prove mutually advan- 
tageous. 

Malone, N. Y.—The firm of Kellas & Mun- 
sell dissolves August 1. 

Malone, N. Y.—The law firm of Gilbert & 
Lavery was formed last month and consists 
of Hon. John I. Gilbert and A. A. Lavery, 
who was a law student with Mr. Gilbert sev- 
eral years ago. 

Mt. Vernon, N. Y.—The law firm of Ellis 
& Harrigan, composed of ex-Judge Matt. H. 
Ellis and Assembiyman John C. Harrigan, of 
Youkers, has been dissulved by mutuul con- 
sent. 

Mt. Vernon, N. Y.—J. M. Gorham, late of 
Ithaca, now a practicing attorney of this 
city, and Miss Lmma C. Fulier, of Palatine 
Bridge, N. Y., were married at Can joharie, 
N. Y., on Jane 27. The groom is a graduate 
of Cornell, class 91, and of the Cornell law 
school, class ’92.. Mr. Gorham was admitted 








rister with large acquaintance. They have 


to the bar in 1893. He studied in the office 


. bar: 
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of W. N. Van Steenberg, of Canajoharie, N. 
Y.; Halliday & Finch and Monroe M. Sweet- 
land, of Ithaca. Mr. and Mrs. Gorham will 
Teside on South Eighth avenne. Mr. Gorham 
hasa pleasant office at No. 6 East First street. 

New York City.—The firm of Lawrence & 
Buckley, of 120 Broadway, is dissolved by 
the death of Charles G. Buckley, of perfora- 
tive appendicitis. 

— The well known firm of Peckham & 
Tyler, have removed to rooms 70-76 Trinity 
Building, 111 Broadway. 

— Fitch & White, of which firm, ex-con- 
—- and present City Comptr ller 

shbel B. Fitch, is a member, is dissolved by 
the death of Frederic C. White. 

—Francis L.Wellman,the efficient and well 
known assistant district attorney, and Miss 
Emma Juch, the prima donna, were recently 
married at Stamford, Conn. Ex-district at- 
torney DeLancey Nicoll acted as best man. 
Among the guests were: Judges Barrett, 
Andrews and Daly, District-Attorney Fel- 
lows and Assistant District-Attorneys Mc- 
Intyre, Weeks and Lindsay. 


Poughkeepsie, N. Y.— Joseph Daughton 
will open a law office at No. 226 Union street, 
August 1. He is reported to be an enter- 
prising, able and upright young man, 

Saranac Lake, N. Y —The law firm of Beck- 
with, Botsford & Fillmore has been dissolved, 
J. D. Fillmore retiring. He is succeeded in 
the firm by H. P. Coats, of Plattsburg, under 
the firm name of Beckwith, Botsford & Coats 
Mr. Coats is a recent graduate of the Albany 
Law School and is one of Plattsburg’s bright- 
est and most promising young attorneys. 


Troy, N. Y.—The nuptials of Thomas J. 
Mooney, of the law firm of Parmenter & 
Mooney, and Miss Mary Gleason, were cele 
brated in June. The ceremony was wit- 
nessed by the relatives and a few friends of 
the happy couple, and was performed by the 
groom’s brother, Rev. M. F. Mooney. 

Watertown, N. Y.—Fred A. Baldwin, attor- 
ney and counselor at law, is located at No. 43 
Flower building. 

Yonkers, N. Y.—The law firm of Ellis & 
Harrigan, composed of ex- Judge M. H. Ellis 
and Assemblyman J. C. Harrigan, has been 
dissolved by mutual consent. 

Allentown, Pa.—James L. Marsteller, an 
Allentown lawyer, and Miss Lillie A. Hart- 
zell, of the same place, were wedded in Phila- 
delphia recently. 

Beaver, Pa.—The following notice is self- 
quent: 

’ ereas, the Lawyers’ Association of Beaver county, 
bas at the meeting held on the 4th day of June, 1894 
fixed the time for the annus] vacation of the attorneys 
of Beaver county, to begin with the second day of July 
and end with the fourth day of August 1894, 1clasive. 

We, the undersizned m+mbers of the Bar of Beaver 
county, do in pursuance of raid action agree to ab- 
stain from professional business during said period, 
and keep our offices closed: John M. Buchanan, H P. 
Mars all, J. R. Martin, J. Sh«rp Wilson, Edwin S. 
Weyand, Richard R. Holt, W. B Cuthber.son, Ellis 
N. Bigger, Lewis W. Reed, Wm. A. McConnel. John 
A. Elliott. Frank E. Reader, Dan H. Stone, J. H. Cun- 
ningham, David K. Cooper, Alford S. Moore, E B. 
Daugherty, Winfield S. Moore, Harry Calboon, Louis 
E. Grim. Junius W. McBride, Hice. Morrison & Hite, 
Frank H Rouser, Richard W. Stiffey W.J. Mellon, 
J.L Holmes, Roger ax D.S. Nangle. M. F. Meck- 
lem, Ror ert Ritchie, J. F. Reed, D M. Twiford, Wm. 
€. French George Wilson. 

Pittsburg, Pa.—The following gentlemen 
were recently admitted as members of the 
Edwin L. Mattern, James C. Gray, E. 
L. Kidney, A. M. Robb, Benjamin Jarrett, 
J. Guy Bass-tt, H. E. Lineaweaver, I. C. 
Gabler and C. D. Gillespie. 


Washington, D. C.—The firm of Anderson, 
Doan & O’Neall, which is composed of citi- 
zens of Ohio, is to be dissolved. Col. Ander- 
son is from Cambridge, and was Minister to 
Bolivia under President Harrison. Doan is 
from Wilmington, and an ex-member of Con- 
gress, while Judge G’Neall is from Lebanon. 


Washington, D. C.—The attorney general 
has appointed H. B. Ferguson, special United 
States attorney for the district of New 
Mexico, to conduct the prosecution of cases 
growing out of the obstruction o1§ the trains 








on the Atlantic & Pacific read. Rankin 
Mason of Topeka, has been appointed assis- 
tant United Stat+s attorney for the district 
of Kansas, vice Morris Cliggett, resigned. 
Patrick Henry has also been appointed assis- 
tant United States attorney for the Northern 
and Southern district of Mississippi. 


—_<.—_—_—_———. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Bartow, Fla.—Jefferson Varn, city attorney 
of this p'ace, and Miss Elena Torrey were 
married a short time since, 

Lake City, Fla.—The law partnership of 
Messrs. Henry and Armington has been dis- 
solved by limitation. 


Americus,Ga.—Gov. Northen has appointed 
A. J. Hixon judge of the county court. He 
is one of the foremost young lawyers of the 
State. Less than ten years ago Mr. Hixon 
was an orphan plowboy on Hon. C. B. Hud- 
son’s plantation in Schley county. He has 
attained his present enviable position at the 
bar, unaided by friends or money. He ac- 
cepts the county judgeship at great pecunia 
sacrifice, as his law practice is worth es 
more than the office. 


Atlanta, Ga.—Gov. Northen on June 14 re- 
ceived the resignation of Judge Hamilton 
McWhorter, of the northern circuit, and ac 
cepted it, to take effect July 1. Judge Mc- 
Whorter has resigned to enter the race for 
congress against Judge Lawson, the present 
representative of the Eighth district. Co). 
John P. Shannon, of Elbe:on, and Hon. Sea- 
born Reese, of Hancock county, were appli- 
cants for the vacancy, and on June 17, the 
Governor appointed the last named gentle- 
man to the position. 

Columbus, Ga.—A new law firm has been 
organized in Columbus, composed of William 
A. Wimbish, James H. Worrill and Morgan 
McMichael, all well-known and prominent 
members of the Columbus bar. The firm name 
is Wimbish, Worrill & McMichael. 

Savannah, Ga.—Livingston Kenan, of this 
city, and Miss Helen Gignilliat, of Pincora, 
were married on June 8 Mr. Kenan is a 
partner in the law firm of Lester & Ravenal, 
of this city, and is an able young attorney. 

Savannah, Ga.—Messrs. William P. Har. 
dee, Joseph M. Dreyer and W. O. D. Rock- 
well were examined last month for admission 
to the bar by a committee composed of 
Messrs. J. R. Saussy, T. D. Rockwell, W. R. 
Leaken and Solicitor General Frazer. The 
committee unanimously recommended the 
admission of the three candidates and Judge 
Falligant signed the necessary papers which 
qualitied them as lawyers. All of them are 
well-known and popular gentlemen. 

Bowling Green, Ky.—J. G. Covington, of 
the well-known firm of Sims & Covington, of 
this city, was married on June 20 to Miss 
Lena Kennedy, of Elizabethtown, this State, 


Louisville. Ky.—Jobhn Speed, of the law 
firm of Pirtle, Speed & Trabue, will retire 
from practice on the 31st of July. He is one 
of the most respected members of the local 
bar and one of the most successful. 


Baton Rouge, La.—Hon. Wynne Rodgers 
was elected on June 21 by the General Assem- 
bly judge of the First Circuit. 


Rockville, Md.—The following gent'emen 
were, upon examination, admitted to the 
practice of law at the bar_of the circuit court 
of this county: James P. B. Viers, Samuel 
M. Jones, Thomas Dawson and Arthur Peter, 
of Rockville; John W. Wilson, of Sligo: T. 
Joseph Duffy, of Prince George county, Md.. 
Soseph A. Gilpen, of Sandy Spring, Mn. On 
motion, John Hinkley, of Baltimore, and 
Ashley M. Gould, ot Tacoma Park, D. C., 
were also admitted. 

Gloster, Miss.—Will A. Parsons, a promis- 
ing young lawyer, formerly of Natchez, Miss., 
but now a resident of this town, and Miss 
Lola G. Joffrion, of Marksville, La., were 
married on June 9, in the presence of a few 
friends at the residence of Rev. W. N. Jen- 


kins. 
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Meridan, Miss.—J. R. McIntosh, G. B, Hud. 
dleston and John McIntosh, well-known ang 
able attorneys, have associated themselye 
together under the firm name of McIn 
Haddleston & McIntosh. Offices have 
established on Fourth street over the Citizeny 
Bank. 

Meridan, Miss —Henry J. Wood, the junior 
member of the law firm of Neville & W 
which dissolved partnership recently, has 
opened an office in the Whitfield & Lids 
building, and will continue the practice of 
Jaw in all the courts. Mr. Woods is said to 
be one of the most successful young attorneys 
now practicing at the Meridian bar. 


Raleigh, N. C.—Ed. Chambers Smith and 
Victor Hugh Boyden have formed a partner. 
ship under the firm name of Smith & Boyden, 
with rooms 33 34 Commercial Bank building, 

Memphis, Tenn.—Holmes Cummins, a wel] 
known attorney oi this place, was married to 
— = Pendleton, of Hartford, Ky., on 

une 7. 


Dallas, Tex.—Owing to a large increase in 
commercial business, Judge W. B. Merchant 
has organized a separate collection depart. 
ment under the name of Merchant Commercial 
Agency, which is attended to by competent 
reliable assistants and directly represents 
several large manufacturing firms, corpora- 
tions and jobbers, whose before and past due 
claims are looked after, collected, adjusted 
and secured on the most réasonable terms, 

Galveston, Tex.—Hume & Kleberg have 
removed their offices to 2309 Strand. 

Lockhart, Tex.—On July 17 ex-Lieutenant 
Governor L, J. Story was by his friends an- 
nounced as a candidate for associate judge of 
the supreme court. The bar here unani- 
mously indorse him. 


Bristol, Va.—The law firm of W. 8. Hamil- 
ton and H. W. Sutherland has been dissolved, 
and each of these gentlemen will open an 
office and do business independent of the 
other. 

Portsmouth, Va.—Louis C. Phillips has 
graduated in law at the University of Vir- 
ginia and will begin the practice of his pro- 
tession in this city. 

Roanoke, Va.—The firm of Phlegar, Berke- 
ley & Johnson was dissolved by mutual con- 
sent on June 4. 

——___$_9—_—_— 


CENTRAL STATES. 

Aurora, Ill.—The law firm of Bacon & 
Hoover have a branch office in Chicago. 

Bloomington, 111.—Wesley M. Owen, a re- 
cent graduate of the Illinois Wesleyan Law 
School, has opened a law office in the Crum- 
baugh building. 

Bloomington, I1].—William Bach, Jr., and 
Sigmund Livingston have formed a partner- 
ship for the practice of law here. These young 
men were members of the Wesleyan law class 


which graduated this year, and stood the two . 


highest in the class. ‘The firm will be known 
as Livingston & Bach. 

Chicago, Ill.—Oscar Beaufort McGlasson, 
of the firm of McGlasson & Beitler, of this 
city, was married tc Miss Nora A. McNeil, of 
Hagerstown, Md., on June 12, 


Chicago, I1l.—Robert Hervey, once one of 
the most brilliant and eloquent lawyers at 
the Chicago bar, has been in bad health for 
a@ number of years and unable to practice. 
The law firm of Hervey, Anthony & Galt was 
for many years one of the leading firms of the 


city. 

Danville, Ill.—O. M. Jones and Gus A. Part- 

low have formed a co-partnership for the 
ractice of law. Their office is at No. 10 
ain street. 

Danville, I11.—John Lewman, who gradu- 
ated from Ann Arbor law school last month, 
will ps an office in this city for the prac- 
tice of his profession. 

Lyramore, Ill.—T. M. Cliffe and J. W. Cliffe 
have formed a partnership under the firm 
style of Cliffe Bros. . 
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Quincy, Ill.—The well known firm of Car- 
ter, Govert & Pape, is changed to Govert & 
Pap, by the election of the senior member, 
Joseph N. Carter to the supreme bench. The 
jndividnal » ames of those counstituting the 
new firm are William H. Govert and 1heo- 
dore B. Pape. 

Urbana, I1l.—Spencer M. White has formed 
a law partnership with Oliver B. Dobbins. 
Both are young men of excellent ability. 

Bedford, Ind.—. F. Dunn and S. B. Lowe 
have formed a partnership in the practice of 
the law. Both are able lawyers. 

Hammond, Ind. — The disappearance of 
Benjamin J. Anderson, a prominent young 
attorney and member of the law firm of 
Hilles & Anderson, of Chicago, has created a 
stir in legal circles. Some of his friends here 
are of the opinion that he has met with foul 
play, as it is known that he had a large sum 
of movey. 

Elkhart, Ind.—Mr+. Stephens, aged 63, 
wife of Benjamin F. Stephens, a leading law- 
yer here, died at her home on July 12. 

Lafayette, Ind.—Charles E. Thompson, a 
prominent lawyer of this city, was married 
recently to Miss Lizzie B. Barr, also of this 
place. 

Atlantic, Ia.—F. P. Greenlee is a candidate 
for county attorney of Montgomery county. 


Cedar Rapids, Ia.—Smith & Clemens, the 
well-known law firm, are about to d ssolve 
partnership, W. O. Clemens retiring to form 
@ partnership with Will Steele. Frank Smith 
will enter into partnership with his father, 
ander the firm name of Smith & Smith. 


Council Bluffs, Ia.—The law firm of Shea 
& Galvin has been dissolved. 


Eldora, Ia.—C. E. Albrook has taken E. 
H. Lundy into partnership with him. The 
new firm will be known as Albrook & 
Lundy. This will make a strong team. 


Muscatine, Ia.—Hoover & Coster is the 
title of a new law firm at this place. The 
firm is composed of George C. Hoover, form- 
erly of West Branch, and John C. Coster, 
formerly of Shellrock. Both are graduates 
of the law department of the Iowa State Uni- 
versity, and have been engaged in practice 
for some time. They are well versed in their 
profession. 


Sioux City, Ia.—The firm of Chase, Kean 
& Sherman has been dissolved. It is under- 
stood that this has been brought about by 
the pressure of legal business, which necessi- 
tated either the addition of another lawyer 
to the firm or a division into two firms. The 
latter course has been adopted. Kean & 

rman hare new offices on the third floor 
of the lowa Savings bank building and Cap- 
tain Chase has united himself with C. A. 
Dickson, of Lincoln, Neb., ander the firm 
name of Chase & Dickson, and thoy retain 
the old offices. 


Vinton, Ia.—W. P. Whipple has associated 
With h m in his law business Motris Zall:n- 
ger. A few months ago Mr. Whipple sue- 
ceeded the firm of Gilchrist & Whipple and 

until now performed the work of the 
office himself. Mr. Whipple has been in the 
actice of law in Vinton since 1878, and has 
uilt up a law practice that might well be 
envied by a much oldsr attorney. Mr. Zol- 
ger, his partner, is a young man of unex- 
eptional ability and character. He has been 
4resident of Vinton some fifteen years. The 
firm name will be Whipple & Zollinger. 


Flint, Mich.—The newest law firm in this 
tity is that of McFarlan, ;Roberts &§Crane, 





































































composed of James McFarlan, Clinton Rob- 
erts and George O. Crane, occupying the old 
offices of McFarlan & Boberts. 

Bowling Green, O.—A. J. Mears and W. S. 
Haskell have formed a new law firm here. 

Bowling Green, O.—Ex-Prosecuting Attor- 
ney Mears and Mayor W. H. Haskell have 
formed an active law partnership and will 
carry on a general practice. Both are attor- 
neys of large experience. 

Carrollton, Ohio.—James C. Oglevee of the 
Newark Ohio bar, bas rece: tly located here 
and formed a law partership with ex Judge 
James Holder. The firm name is Holder &. 
Oglevee. Both are gentlemen of recognized 
ability, and parties forwarding business or 
claims this firm can feel assured that they 
are in reliable hands. 

Cincinnati, O.—George W. Cormany and 
Charles C., his son, have organiz+d a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Cormany & Cor- 
many. 

Findlay, O.—R. A. Blackford having re- 
tired from the office of John Poe, has asso- 
ciated himself in partnership with his father 
and brother, the firm name now being A., F. 
P. & R. A. Blackford. 

Galliopolis, O.—A. L. Roadarmour, a prom- 
inent lawyer of this place, is a candidate for 
tue nomination of common pleas judge. 

Jefferson, O.—The firm of Williams & Red- 
mond has been dissolved and Mr. Herbert 
Williams is now carrying the business alone. 

Lima, O.—The partnership hererofore ex- 
isting between H. P. Williamson and W. T. 
Copeland, attorneys at law, has teen dis- 
solved. Mr. Copeland withdraws. He has 
formed a partnership with M. J. Sandford of 
the same city and will continue the practice 
of law with him. Mr. Williamson will con- 
tinue to practice in Union block. 

Pemberville, O.—John S. Hoyman, a late 
accession to the Wood county bar, has formed 
a partnership with Thomas N. Bierly at this 
point, and the style of the new firm is Bierly 
& Hoyman. 

Woodsfield, O.—The law firm of Buchanan 
& Matz has been dissolved. 

Zanesville, O.—T. J. McDermott and John 
J. Adams have formed a law partnership. 
Both gentlemen are lawyers of recognized 
ability, both have a large clien‘ele and it is 
a safe prediction that the firm will be known 
as one of the strongest and ablest in the State, 

Appleton, Wis.—D. T. Winne has opened a 
law office in this city in Odd Fellow’s block. 

Hayward, Wis.—Frank McIntyre, of this 
place, has been appointed county judge of 
Sawyer county, vice Judge Brophy, deceased. 


Hillsville, Wis.—J. R. Sturdevant and son, 
Claude, have formed a partnership for the 
practice of law, under the firm name of J. R. 
Sturdevant & Son. 

Madison. Wis.—Ernest Noble Warner was 
recently married to Miss Lillian Dale Baker. 


Madison, Wis.—F. K. Shuttleworth bas 
formed a law partnership with E. W Keyes, 
and they will conduct business under the 
tirm name of Keyes & Shuttleworth. 


Milwaukee, Wis.—The law firm of Austin 
& Hamilton, of which W. H. Austin and City 
Attorney Charles H. Hamilton were the mem- 
bers, has been dissolved, and in the future 
Mr. Austin will be a member of the law firm 
of Aus in & Fehr, of which Herman Fehr, 
who was the Democratic nominee for tke of- 
fice of mayor in the recent municipal cam- 
paign, will be the other partner. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—City Attorney Charles 
H. Hamilton has appointed Charles E. Esta- 








brook his assistant. Mr. Hamilton deems 
himself fortunate in securing t'e services of 
a lawyer so well fitted for city business. Mr. 
Estabrook has twice served the State of Wis- 


consin as its attorney-general. He was born 
near Platteville, Grant county, Wis., Octo- 
ber 31, 1847, and was educated at Platteville 
Academy and normal school. He subsequent- 
ly studied law and engaged in the practice 
of his profession at Manitowoc. He enlisted 
in August, 1864, in Co. B, Forty-third Wis- 
consin volunteer infantry, served with the 
regiment until discharged in July, 1865, at 
the close of the war. He was city attorney 
of Manitowoc from April, 1874, until Decem- 
ber, 1880, ——— on being elected a mem- 
ber of the Assembly. Mr. Estabrook was a 
delegate to the National Republican conven- 
tion in June, 1884; member of Assembly in 
1881, 1882 and 1884; elected attorney-general 
in 1886 and re-elected in 1888. Mr. Esta- 
brook has been practicing law in Milwaukee 
recently and lives in the Fifteenth ward. 

New Richmond, Wis.—George Oakes, of 
this city, was married last month to Miss 
Carrie Baker, of Madison. 

Spooner, Wis —The firm of Augbee & Knapp 
has been dissolved by mutual consent. 


——_—1e—___ 
WESTERN STATES. 


Denver, Col.—N. Stevens has removed his 
offices from the Taber Opera block, where 
they were located for many years, to Nos. 
402 and 405 Ernest & Cramer building. 


Denver, Col.—The last examination for 
candidates for admission to the bar took 
place about six weeks ago. The examiners 
were the regular board, which is composed 
of the following gentlemen: Henry C Char- 
piot, Ralph Talbot and W. C. Kingsley. 
The successful candidates were: A. A. Hop- 
kins, W. J. Miles, John A. Murray, W. J. 
O’Malia, J. Frank Adams, H. L. Emerson 
Alexander McArthur, W. H. Hunt, Samuel 
W. Johnson, W. M. W. Ward, William J. 
Harris, Francis W. English, J. N. Corbin, 
D. B. Lindsey. Mr. Charpiot said that this 
was the most satisfactory examination in 

any respects that had ever been held here. 
Hie said that the men are beginning to realize 
that they must come prepared, and the can- 
didates at this examination were, as a whole, 
far better prepared than ever before. 


Hutchinson, Kan.—The old firm of Johns, 
Winne & Fairchild is dissolved by the death 
of the senior member. Mr. Fairchild will 
practice alone, but Mr. Winne has form-d an 
association with Hon. J. V. Sanders, of Cot- 
tonwood Falls, this State, under the firm 
name of Winne & Sanders. Mr. Sanders 
moves to this city at once. 


Lawrence, Kan.—The thirty-one members 
of the Kansas University School of Law sen- 
ior class, were examined last month by a 
committee appointed by Judge A. W. Benson 
to ascertain their knowledge of law. The 
examination was successfully passed by every 
member of the class. Followirg is a list of 


the class: 

T. D. Bennet, Juniper, Ariz.; William Brooks, Kan- 
sax City. Mo.; R. E. Campbrll, Muscotah, J. M. Chal- 
liss, Atchison; I E. Cox, Elk City. A. T. Cox, Crane; 
L. EK. Cranston, Parsons W R. Davidson. Parkville, 
Mo.; A. E Dempsey, Fairmount; E. R.Evans, Lebo; 
J. C. Foulks, eo P. M. Harmon, Clifton; W. E. 
Higgins, North een S. H. flilten, Effin ham; J. 
M. Beton, B-loit, E. H. Leer, Sterling: C. F. Hum- 

hrey, Belleville; R E. Melvia, Lawrence; A. R. Mil- 
i? , Salida, Col.; S. E. Morgan, Darango, Col.; J. A. 
Orr, Cave ae L. A Parke, Russell, J. F. P ters, 
Oberlin; Mrs. May Ph llips, Paola; W_E. Ra:Isback, 
Kansas City; O-car Raines, O-awkie; T, S. Salathies, 
Independence; Jve Shaffer, Hays City; W. 5. Sproul, 
Colambus; Jobn Suossnider, versville, andgk. P. 
Wellman. Lawrence. 
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Salina, Kan.—C. W. Burch having com- 
pleted his college course at Ann Arbor, has 
united with the law firm of Bishop & Burch. 


Adrian, Minn.—A new law firm has been 
formedin Adrian. E. J. Sutherland, of Minne- 
ee has entered into partnership with C. 

. Cory, of this city, and the new firm will 
be known as Cory & Sutherland. Mr. Suth- 
erland is a bright young man, a recent grad- 
uate of one of the large law schools, and of 
pleasing address, and Judge Cory is known 
as an enterprising and well posted attorney, 
and we predict for the new firm unbounded 
success. 


Duluth, Minn.—A law partnership has been 
— by H. R. Speucer anc J. C. Hollem- 
ack, 


Duluth, Minn.—A new law firm which will 
soon open offices here will consist of Judge 
O. P. Stearns, his son Victor Stearns. and 
Martin Watrous. Judge St-arns has served 
on the bench for many years and his associa- 
tion with the firm would be sufficient to give 
it great strength and prestige. The young 
men who are associated with him, Messrs. 
Stearns and Watrous, bave grown up in 
Duluth and are well known. It will un 
doubtedly make a strong and energetic firm. 
Their office will be at 206 First National 
Bank building. 


Preston, Minn.—R. E. Thompson, of this 
place, one of the brightest attorneys in the 
southern part of the State, has received the 
Republican nomination for Senator from 
Fillmore county. 


St. Paul, Minn.—It is generally stated that 
Daniel Buck is to be retired from the su- 
preme bench of Minnesota, and in some 
quarters it is said that his res gnation, to 
take effect on some future date, was placed 
in the hands of Governor Nelson prior to the 
departure of the judge for California. The 
suggestion has m made by friends of 
Judge Hicks, of this city, that he should re- 
ceive the appointment and it is not unlikely 
jn case of Governor Nels n’s re-election that 
ab effort will be made in this direction. 


Fayette, Mo.—The marriage of E. R. Spotts, 
&@ prominent young lawyer, and Miss Oriene 
Boyd, of Fayette, was a brilliant affair, Rev. 
Pendleton Brooks, of Clinton, was the offici- 
ating minister. Mr. Spotts and bride left 
for St. Louis, thence to the East on a wed- 
ding tour of three weeks. 


Mansfield, Mo.—Jesse Roote and F. E. 
Adams have announced their as-ociation, 
under the firm name of Roote & Adams, for 
the general practice of law. Their extended 
acquaintance throughout this section of the 
country, and their reputation as lawyers 
should insure for them a large and lucrative 

ractice. Mr. Roote has been a resident of 

ansfield for many years, and has practiced 
his chosen profession for some years with 
marked success. Mr. Ad«ms is a gentleman 
of recognized ability, and was, until a year 
ago, the cashier of the Bank of Ava. He is 
fiom Pennsylvania and has practiced law in 
Kansas and at Ava, Mo., for some years. 


St. Joseph, Mo.—James W. Boyd has moved 
his law office to rooms 410, 411 and 412 in the 
German-American Bank building. Ben Phil- 
lips has also moved to the same place. 


St. Louis, Mo.—The following gentlemen 
successfully passed the ordeal of an examina- 
tion before the judges in general term for 
admission to the bar: James A. Kennedy, 
Joseph W. Coates, John C. Robertson, Wal 
ter Fisk McGinnitie, Willi.m Reese Reber, 
George A. Armitage, Robert Allen Paddock, 
Joseph L. Howe, and Quincy Ewing. 


Hill City, 8. D.—Edmund Smith and Fred 
M. Brown have formed a partnership under 
the firm name of Smith & Brown. 

Ogden, U.—Rhodes & Pash, on September 
1, will open a law office in Salt Lake City. 
This move is made necessary by the increas- 





ing business of this firm. Judge Rhodes will 
remove to Salt Lake and take charge of that 
office and C. B. Pash will conduct the busi- 
ness here. : 


Salt Lake, Utah. — C. O. Whittemore an- 
nounces the dissolution of the firm of Whitte- 
more & Waite, and will collect the accounts 
due said firm and settle all outstanding in- 
debtedness. 


—_—_—__ ~~. 


PACIFIC STATES. 


Oakland, Cal.—A partnership in the prac- 
tice of law has been formed by W. D. Foote 
and Richard B. Ayer, formerly associated 
with F. M. Sawyer. Bothare popular young 
men. 

Spokane, Wash.—Several changes in the 
various law firms of Spokane have been made 
recently. Col. W. W. D. Turner forms a co- 
partnership with Plummer & Thayer, as 
Turner, Plummer & Thayer. The long stand- 
ing firm of Prather & Danson was dissolved 
on the first day of July. Another change is 
contemplated, whereby 8S. C. Hyde and Cyrus 
Happy will unite and form the firm of Hyde 
& Happy. 


Portland, Ore.—George H. Hill, who was 
for several years chief accountant and con- 
fidential clerk in the First National Bank of 
this city, has been admitted to the bar of this 
State, and to the bar of the United States 
circuit and district courts. He has opened 
offices in the Chamber of Commorce building. 
Mr. Hill has been a resident of Portland from 
early boyhood and is one of the best known 
men in the city. Business sent to him will 
receive correct attention. 


Salem, Or.—Hon. William Payne Lord, of 
this city, Governor-elect of this State, was 
born in Delaware about 55 yearsago. He 
moved to this State in 1868, settling in this 
city in partnership with Lieut.-Col Napoleon 
B. Knight. Mr. Lord is at present chief jus- 
tice of the State and will succeed Sylvester 
Pennoyer as Governor on Janu 14, 1895. 
Mrs. Lord, formerly Miss Juliet Montague, 
of Baltimore, is a brunette of rare beauty 
and education. She is very popular in the 
society of Salem and Portland and has ma- 
terially assisted her husband in the attain- 
ment of his ambitions. 


—_<__ 


CANADA 

Winnipeg, Man.—A. V. McCleneghan, of 
the law firm of Aikins, Culver & McCleneg- 
han, of Winnipeg, was married last month 
to Mrs. H. M. Jackson. 

Ottawa, Ont.—Mesers. Pratt & Kidd, bar- 
risters, have dissolved partnership by mutual 
consent. 

Toronto, Ont.—A new legal firm has been 
tormed in this city, consisting of Messrs. 
Charles R. W. Biggar, Q. C., late City Solic- 
itor; Geo. F. Burton, son of Judge Burton, 
and Geo. C. Biggar, brother of Mr. C. W. R. 
Biggar. The senior partner of the firm was 
associated with Hon. J. B. Robinson from 
1872 to 1876, and when Mr. Z. Lash-was ap- 
pointed Deputy Minister of Justice Mr. Big- 
gar entered the firm of Beatty, Chadwick & 
Lash, where he remained for some time. In 
1881 he entered the firm of Mowat, Mclennan 
& Co., remaining there until 1888, when he 
was appointed Eity Solicitor, a position he 
resigned in 1894. The new firm, which is 
located in the Canada Life building, starts 
under most favorable auspices. 


NEWS ITEMS. 


Frank L. Murphy, of Allentown, Pa., hes 
been sentenced jor forgery. 

William L. Petrie, of Hamilton, O., is in 
jail charged with horse stealing. 

D. W. O'Leary, of Denver, Col., plead 
guilty to larceny as bailee recently. 

G. H. Goodwin, a lawyer of El Dorado, 
Ill., is under arrest on a charge of burglary. 











— 


Was 


C. E, Brame, of Minneapolis, Minn, 


arrainged last month on the criminal 
of embezzlement. 


W. W. B. Stevens, at one time in enyiahj, 
practice in Oakland, Cal., is now a tugitiyy 
under numerous charges of forgery. 


J. T. Gardner, of Buffalo, New York at 
one time oue of the most promi-ing lawyers 
in that city, has been arrested, charged with 
grand larceny. 


Henry I. Lord, of Biddeford, Me., has bee, 
disbarred from practice before the Interior 
Department, for accepting illegal fees jp 
pension cases. 

Mycr J. Stein, of New York City, who wag 
under indictment for perjury, was exhop. 
erated before the court and the indictment 
against him was dismissed. 


George H. Van Leuven, the Iowa pension 
attorney, who was in the county jail at St, 
Paul, Minn., under indictment for pension 
frauds for some time, has secured bondsmen 
and is released. The amount of bail is 35,000, 


Whaley Miller, of Waynetown, Ind., whose 
record in the past has been und:r grave 
suspicion, has beep arrested on # gracd jury 
indictment, charging bim with secorng 
woney uuder fase preteases and attempting 
to seli forged notes. 


Howard W. Na p pew of Danbury, Conn,, 
who «as disbarred some three or iour years 
ago for upprofesmonal coudoct in connection 
w.th the administration of an estate, was re- 
instated by Judge Feno, of Winsted on July 
2 a step was generally recommended by 
the bar. 


Dwight M. Sabin has filed with the Su. 
preme C: urt petitions asking for the remov- 
al of J. N. Searle, of St. Paul, and Fred W. 
Gall, of Stillwater, as atiorneys and countel- 
lore :-t law in all the ccurts of the State be 
cause of unprofessional conduct in connec- 
tion with a receivership. 


A corporation for the collection of debts 
and demands bas been formed in Milwsukee, 
Wis., with a capital stock of $1500 by August 
C. Neubliog, F. J. Marsball and J. i. Cars- 
well. The name of the organization is the 
National Commercial and Collecting Agency 
of Milwaukee, Wis. 


Jchn L. Donovan, Jr., a prominent lawyer 
of Watseka, Illinois, disappeared from Kan- 
kakee recently taki g with him $120 belung- 
ing to his lady physieiao, with whom he bad 
been boarding and receiving treatment for 
heart disease. Lately be has been fearing 
death and claiming that his phycician was 
poisoning him. Fears of euicice are enter- 
tained. 


Jobn Harris, of Camden, N. J., who was 
recently held on a capias charging him with 
the embezzlement of $4,500 from the Guaranty 
Loan Association, has been declared an in- 
solvent in the Camden Court of Common 
Pleas. Judgment has been secured against 
him by the Guaranty Association for this 
amouut, which, it is alleged, he embezzled 
while acting as their solicitor. Several crim- 
inal suite are pending against him in the 
supreme court. 


L. A. Gilmore, of Chicago, I1!., an attorney 
with an office in the Unity Building, was ar- 
rected on July 3. Gilm re is from Kansas 
City. It is charged that he was convicted 
there in 1890 cf embezzlement and sentenced 
to five years’ imprisonment in the peniten- 
tiary at Jefferson City, Mo. The case was 
appt aled to the Supreme Court and Gilmore 
was releaced on bond. He forf: ited bis bond, 
it is claimed, anc went to Chicago. He bas 
been practicing law there fur two years. 


Articles of incorporation has been filed | 
the Snow Church Company of Rochester, 5. 
Y. The nature of the business is stated as 
mercantile law and collection agency, 

the capital of the company is quoted as §10,- 
000. Fred. M. Pottle, of Buffalo, is president, 
and Lyndon D. Wood, of the same city, & 
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CHICAGO, ILL. 


The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co., 


ESTABLISHED 1843. 


INCORPORATED 1891. 


ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U. 8S. AND CANADA. 


Commercial Law and Collections. 


Publishers of the Associate Directory of Attorneys and Banks.—A standard work with Collection Agencies, Jobbers. Manufacturers 
Banks and Attorneys everywhere Contains a live jist of 9,000 attorneys—one m each city or town—paying special attention to Commer 
Attorneys desiring representation, send in application with references. 


Special Mercantile Reports. 
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A Vital Question—TIs the Record Good ? 








Collateral Attack on Judicial 


Proceedings. 


By JOHN M. 


VANFLEERXT. 


TREATS THE QUESTIONS INVOLVED CLEARLY ANp FULLY 


Judicial Records are made to-day; they may be attacked to-morrow or years 


hence. 


Or you may desire to use a record in evidence, or plead one as res adjudicata. 
An attack upon Judicial Proceedings very often changes the title to property. 


Jurisdiction, Allegation and Proof, Judgments, Res Adjudicata, Habeas Corpus, 
Injunctions, Judicial Sales, are all embraced and fully treated. 


The law of the land and due process of law are closely related, and the es- 


sentials clearly shown. 


Mr. Vanfleet has brought to bear upon the subject a mind naturally analytical, 
trained in judicial channels by long experience at the bar and upon the bench. 


The resu/t is a work which has been universally accepted as the ablest publish- 


ed treating these subjects. 





One volume. 1,100 pages. Net $6.50; prepaid on receipt of $6.75 
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cretary of the new company. Besides the 
dent and secretary, the directors are T. 

. Campbell, of New York, and George E. 
Gatley, of kochester. 

Amos Hoffman, a prominent attorney of Wil- 
mington, Ohio, was charged recently before 
United States Commissioner Hooper, of Cin- 
tinnati, by the United States Attorney,on the 
order of the Pension Bureau, with fraud in 
obtaining a pension for a Wilmington widow. 
The accused gave bond in the sum of $500 to 
appear for a hearing, after pleading not 
guilty. He has been County Treasurer of 
Clinton county for two terms, and professes 
total ignorance of any act of his which would 
make him amenable to the law on such a 
charge. 

The will of Bernard Callaghar, law book 
publi-her, of Chicago, has been admitted to 
probae. The estate is valued at $150 000, of 
Wich $100,000 is in real estate. The will 
leaves ths personal ;roperty to the widow 
and allows her an income ov the realty, 
Which on h rdeatn gors to Mary F. Calla- 

ban and Emm: J. MeDonali, dsughtere. 





ames Callaghan, the son, was provided for 
viously, vas the will cancels a noe for 
1,0°0 beld by the tes‘ator ani gives him 
0,000 in ca-h on the death of his mother. 
The Supreme Bench of Maryland has dis- 
the petition asking fur the aisbar- 
ment of Charies W. Johnson, the colored 
lawy+r of Balt more. Four judges sat in the 
tase—Jadges Harlan, Wickes, Phelps and 
Wright. These gentlemenj were evenly « i- 
and, though maoy confrences were 


AGO, ILL. 








held, they could not get togetber. It will be 
remembered t' at Jounson was charged with 
having o tained a judgement against a rail- 
way company in favor of a li tle girl for 
$250, he to r- ceive half for bi+ professional 
services, and that he never turned over to 
her but $30 of the en'ire amount. 


The general term of the supreme court has 
handed down a decision suspending E. Town- 
send Goldberg, of New York city, from prac- 
tice for two years for contempt of court. 
Goldberg moved in behalf of one Morris 
Moses, a relative, before Justice Van Brunt 
in the supreme court for an attachment 
G. M. Miller & Co. The application was de- 
nied. Goldberg then made a similar motion 
before Judge Giegerich, in the court of com- 
mon pleas, and it was granted. Therein con- 
sisted his contempt, beivg an infraction of 
Rule 25 of the Grand Rules of Practice. The 
matter was submitted to Thomas P. Wickes, 
as referee, who found that Goldberg should 
be disbarred. The present decision is a mod- 
ification of Mr. Wicke’s report. 


Attorney-General R.W. Walker, of Mis- 
seouri, created something of a sensation 
recently by filing petitions before the 
supreme court to disbar Hon. Ed. M. 
Harber, G. Knight and Major A. W. Mal- 
lins. Mullins and Harber are men of great 
political prominence and are considered 
among the mo-t earned lawyers of the State. 
The action against the lawyers grows out of 
their connection with the defence of Joseph 
A. Howell, who murdered Mrs. Minnie Hall 
and her four children in Linn county in 1888, 


and was hanged for the crime. Harber and 
Knight are charged with forging and muti- 
lating the records after they were signed by 
the judge. Mullins is charged with bavin 
a knowledge of the mutilated records and o 
arguing the case before the supreme court on 
a known false record. 


On the charge of embezzling $44,789 Walter 
D. Allen, a well-known real estate lawyer of 
Philadelphia, Pa., waived a hearing recently 
and was sent to Moyamensing prison in de- 
fault of $12,000 bail. Allen’s victims are said 
to be the Rev. John J. Hefferman, pastor of 
St. Mark’s Roman Catholic Church, Sheeps- 
head Bay, N. Y., to the extent of $35,000; 
John Hamilton, a well-known ¢ t manu- 
facturer of Philadelphia, to the extent of 
$4,500, and Thomas Earley, manufacturer of 
soap in the same city, to the extent of $5,209. 
The Rev. John J. Hefferman, pastor of the 
Roman Catholic Church at Sheepshead Bay, 
denies that Mr Allen took $35,000 belongin 
to him. ‘‘As to swindling me out of $35,000, 
said he, “there is not a word of truth in the 
story. I haven’t seen Lawyer Allen for five 
years. Then it was to settle my mother’s 
estate in Philadelphia, and he treated me 
very decently. I would trust Lawyer Allen 
with a million dollars if I had it.” 





BOOK REVIEW. 


History of the Jury System. The Historical 
Development of the Jury System. By 
Maximus A. Lesser, A. M., LL.B., of 
= = 4 bang bao Bar. BR pet. Law 

eep, $2.50. The Lawyers’ Co-operating 
Publishing Co., Rochester, N. Y. 

This work deserves special attention not 
only from every schclarly lawyer, but from 
every person interested in the history of an 
institution which must be regarded as a 
fundamental factor in any system of juris- 
pra ence based upon the Common Law, and 
an object of interested inquiry in countries 
where other systems prevail. 

It will fill a niche of its own in our legal 
literature. It is written, con amore, from an 
American standpoint, with reference to Am- 
erican conditions. It is up to date, while its 
most prominent predecessor was by an 
Evglish Jurist half a century ago, and is 
little altered in a later edition. It alone 
makes accessible the latest German investi- 
gations of obscure points affecting the origin 
and development of the institution on British 
soil, while, moreover, the ancient prototypes 
of the jury in the jurisprudence of Greece 
and Rome have nowhere else received such 
attention. 

The author has designed it to be sufficient- 
ly specific and accura'e for the lawyer 
or student, while also eminently lucid and 
interesting to the general readey. The former 
will find detailed tuerein important cases and 
statutes bearing upon tbe powers and pro- 
cedare of the jury, while the latter will hod 
the history supplemented by mavy apt, 
curious and interesting side lights upon its 
genesis aid growth. 

The final cha,ter is devoted to a con- 
sideration of the present aspect of the trial 
by jury and a marshalling of the main argu- 
ments pro and con upon the mooted question 
of its abolition, modification by dispensing 
with the requirement of unanimit,yand its re- 
form generally. 

The manuscript has received the critical 
examination and cordial commendation of 
several eminent scholars in the profession 
and the work will be found to well repay the 








perusal of the lawyer or student. 
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OWES ON CHATTEL MORTGAGES. 


Law of Mortgages of Personal Property. Fourth Edition, 
1894, enlarged by 66 pages and 800 cases; containing 200 
pages and 2000 cases more than the first edition. 


sheep, $6.00, net. 


ONES OW LIENS. A Treatise on the Law of Liens—Com- 
mon Law, Statutory, Equitable, and Maritime. Second 
Edition, 1894, thoroughly revised and enlarged; 1200 more 
cases being added to the part relating to Mechanics’ Liens 
alone. 2 vols. 8vo, law sheep, $12.00, met. 


of OMES'S FORMS IN CONVEYANCING, and General Legal 

Forms, comprising Precedents for Ordinary Use and 
Clauses adapted to Special and Unusual cases. With Practical 
8vo, law sheep, $6.00, et. 


Sold by all Law Booksellers. 


HOUCHTON, MIFFLIN & CO., Boston; 


Notes. Fourth Revised Edition. 


A Treatise on the 
gages of Real 


8 vo, law | 1000. 


net, 





and enlarged. Vol. I., pp. xvi -|- 967. 
2 vols. 8vo, sheep, $12.00, net. 


poméror’s CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. An Introduction 

to the Constitutional Law of the United States. 
Edition, revised and enlarged by Hon. EpMuND H. Benner 
LL. D., Dean of the Boston University Law School, 8yo. 
pp. xxxviii -|- 709, sheep, $5.00, nev. 


OMEROY’S INTERNATIONAL LAW. 
national Law in Time of Peace. 
SALISBURY WOOLSEY, 
the Yale Law School. 8vo, pp. xiv. -|- 481, sheep, $5.00, 
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ONES ON MORTGAGES. A Treatise on the Law of Mon, 


Property. ifth Edition, 1894, revise 


Vol. z., pp. vi. -- 


Tenth 


Lectures on Ip. 
Edited by THEopor: 
Professor of International Law jp 


Sent, Postpaid, by 
iif East 17th Street, New York, 








RECENT DEATHS. 


C. E. Lyons, of Dubuque, Ia. 

Nelson Cobb, of Kansas City, Mo. 

Timothy R. Strong, of Norwalk, O. 

Col.S H. Boyd, of Springfield, Mo. 

James E. Lawhead, of Newark, Ohio. 

Judge W. C. Lawhorn, of Figin, Tex. 

Hon. 0. B. Wright, of Knoxville Ga. 

Judge S. Boynton, of Greencastle, Mo. 

Robert E. Conneily, of Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Walter B. Mitchell, of Philadelphia, Pa. 

John Thompson Dame of Clinton, Mass. 
Judge John D. Finney, of St. Louis, Mo. 

Cyrus R. Spare, of Decatur, Ill., aged 54. 

Jobn H. Wilson, of Emporia, Va., aged 47. 

William Bateman Leeds, of New York city. 

Jobn A. Hiestand, of Lancaster, Pa., aged 31. 

Frederic C. White, of New York city, aged 62. 

Judge I. N. Ruck, of Boulder, Mont.. aged 73. 
George B. Hunt, of Mount Vernon, N. Y., aged 24. 
Hon. Felix G. Cox, ot Bowling Green, Ky., aged 73. 
Judge J. B. Thurman, of Atlanta, Ga., from apo- 


Hon. Samuel E. English, of Louisville, Ky., from 
cancer. 
3 ry Robert Pinkney Hodge, ef Hillsboro, Tex., on 

arshall R. Smith, of Trenton, N. J., suicided by 
drowning. 

Nathan L. Atkinson, of West Point, Ga., of apo- 
a agg 80. 

Wilham P. McGoodwin, formerly city judge of 
Princeton, Tenn. 

John Mills Hale, of Philipsburg. Pa., aged 55. Death 
was due to Bright's disease. 

Henry Huntington Birdsall, of Addison, N. Y. He 
had nt practiced since 1848. 

Judge Joseph Kinnaird, of Spokane Falls, Wash. 
Tnterment at Lexington, Ky. 

udge J. B. Craig, of Muncie, Ind., aged 80, died at 
Independence, Kas., on July 6. 

T. R. Stronz, of Norwalk, Ohio, for fifty year as 
leading membe: of the Huron County bar. 

Hon. M. B. Kelly, of Montgomery, Ala., ex-member 
of the legislature an a lawyer of high raok. 


George W. Brewer, of Tusk , Ala., the oldest 
= in the county, died of kidney disease at At- 
ta 


- Marcus Claiborne Lisle, of Winchester, Ky He had 
been a member of Congress and county judge of Clark 


county. 
Hon. Ephraim Flint, of Dover Me. He was a man 
of oe prominence and had held many responsible 


tions. 
Judge Charles H. Mason formerly of Cannelton and 
Rockport. but recently of Vinita, Ind. He was born 
in Walpole, N. H. 


— Willlam ——— Malone, of Asheville, N C., a 
= ent lawyer and citizen. He was a native of 
county, Va. 
on. Hiland Hill Wheeler, of South Butler, N. Y. 
He was in practice in New York City tor several 
years eee to 1-60. 

Webster C. Haight. a well-known lawyer of Duchess 
County, N. Y., was killed by being struck by a rail- 
Way train last month. 

Nathaniel B. Sylvester, of Saratogo, N. ¥Y. Mr. Syl- 
vester maintained an office in Troy, N. Y., where he 
took high rank as a lawyer. 

A. 8. T, ® prominent lawyer of Knoxville, 
Tenn., and organizer of the first G. A. R. Post in Ten- 
nessee, from blood poisoving. 

‘ H: B. Bowser, of Leeds, S. D., was found dead in 
bed. He formerly practiced in Mercer, Pa., where he 
leaves a widow and two ch Idren. 

Judge J. J. Gieen, of Defiance, Ohio, ag«d 73. He 
‘was probate judge for thirty-four consecutive years, 
and a thirty-second degree mason. ___ 





W. H. Irwin, of Greenfield Ohio, on July 4, of pa- 
ralysis. He was prosecuting attorney for several 
years and served three terms as Mayor. 

Judge James E. Shepard, of Austin, Tex., aged 77. 
He was a native of Virgivia but had resided in ‘Texas, 
where he became very prominent, since 1846. 

Samuel Shorey Hollingsworth, of Philadelpbia, Pa. 
He was one of the most prominent lawyers of the bar 
in bis city and had held political office there. 

Judge Henry Craft of Mempbis, Tena. He was one 
of the most distinguished s: holars and lawyers of the 
State, and highly honored for his personal qualities. 

Hon. William Harrison, of Colorado Spriugs, Col.. of 
kidney trouble. He was formerly of Marshall, Mo. 
The deceased was about 55 years of age and leaves a 
wi e and two chi'dren 

Judge Joshu A. Riddle, of Wellsville, Mhio, aged 
85. He was judve in his ¢istrict in the forties, before 
the adoption of the new Ohio constitution, and was al- 
¥a)8 prominent in local and State affairs 

ndge Philip C. Tucker, of Galveston, Tex , sudden- 
ly of a stroke of apoplexy. Death occured at Wash- 
ington, D. C., where deceased bas resided for & year 
pa-t as Grand Commander of the Supreme Council of 
Scottish Rite M«sons. 

Judge John W. Stayton, of Cuero, Tex., suddenly of 
typhoid pneumonia. He was born in Kentucky in 
1830, and went to Texas in 1857. Im 18*2 he was ap- 
poin’ed Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Texas, 
which position he held at the tune of his death. 

Hon. Bishop W. Perkins. of Kansas, an eminent 
judge and lawyer of that State, a member of the 48th to 
51st Co: gress, inclusive, and United States Senator, 
completi: g the unexpired term of Senator P. B. Plum, 
die: in Washington, where he has practiced of late. 

Ex-Governor Edwin B. Winans, of Michigan, at his 
home near Hamburg, on July 4. He served two terms 
in the legislature in 1*61-4, and was » member of the 
constitutional convention in 1867. In 1877 he was 
judge of probate and was a member of og oe from 
188+ to 1886. Mr. Winans received the mocratic 
nomination in 1890 and was elected over James M. 
Turner, of Lansing He was the first g vervor elected 
on a straight Democratic ticket since the war. Gover- 
nor Winaus was married in 1-55 to Elizabeth Gallo 
wav, whose parents were pioneers of Livingston 
county. His wife still survives bim, also two sons. 
—?—2- eo 


REMOVALS. 


Wallis Nash removes from Corvallis, Ore., to Al- 
bany, in that State. 

Adam Boher bas lately located in and opened an 
office in Lorain, Ohio. 

J. F. Bradley, late of Harriman, Tenn., is now 
in practice in Knoxville. . 

‘. W. Kepuer, late of Rochester, Minn., has settled 

for practice in Minn~apolis. 

Charles A. Sandford, late of Palmyra, N. Y., is now 
in Wayne, N. Y., in active practice. 

Arthur W. Hunter, Jr., late of Schnectady. N. Y., 
— recently settled in Duluth for the practice of the 

w 





V. H. Boyden, of Salisbury, N. C., has lately located 
=! a, where he is associated with Ed. Chambers 
ith. 


S J. Depew, of Avoca, N. Y., has bought the law 
library of the late Hon. O. 8. Searl, and wiil locate at 
Cohocton. 

George J. O'Connor, formerly of Rome, has gone 
into a law co ership with Hon. P. H. McAvoy, in 
Little Falls, N. Y. 


C. D. Geddes, whose home has been for several years 
at Mankato, Minn., has opened a law office in Win- 
dom, also in that State. 

Col. Joseph A. Titus, has removed from Orange to 
Athol, Mass., where be assumes the business of the 
late Henry M. Burleigh. 

George B. Fowler, who has been in the law office of 
Briscoe & Andrews, of Hartford, has opened an office 
in ent . ville, = ~ ce 

R ompson, a bright young attorney of George- 
town, Ohio. is looking over Tiffin with a view of locat 
ing permanently in city. 
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Frederick Wetterean, late of Canajonarie Township, 
pear Johnstown, N. Y., has opened an office in New 
York city, where he now resides. 

James T Lynch formerly of Will'matic, Conn.. and 
more recently of New York, bas lately opened an office 
in Bridgeport, in the former State. 

Ex-Associate Justice R. E. Sloan, of Arizona, bas 
arrived in Prescett with a vie« of locating there per- 
manently to engage in the practice of law. 

Mr. Urquhart, a young lawyer, formerly a partner 
of Hon. Mr. Martin, of Winnipeg, Men , intends open- 
ing a law office in Pilot Mound, im that Province. 

Judge N. R. Peckinpangh, late Clerk of the United 
Stats Court in Alaska, is preparing to move his 

trom Louisville, Ky.. to Evansville, where he 
will engage in the practice of law.. 
EEE oe 


A Commendable Step. 


With the development of commerce has 
come an increased demand for the services of 
the lawyer in business matters, and that, 
too, in behalf of clients, and against parties, 
often located at great distances from the 
_ where the practioner controling the 

ness resides. From this fact grew the 
need of legal connections at all prominent 
awpe and in these days every well-equipped 

w office has a list of correspondents cover- 
ing the entire territory of commercial life, 
through whom business at distant points can 
bé transacted. 

In the compiling of these lists, both pri- 
vate and those embodied in the legal direc- 
tories, every care is taken to insure personal 
and professional reliability in the lawyers 
given representation therein, bat with the 
Utmost exercise of prudence and watchtul- 
hess unworthy men will secure admission 
and some of those previously above reproach 
will fail in the proper and honest handling 
of business entrusted to them. 

The necessities of business and a due ccn- 
sideration for the honor of the profession re- 
nires that practitioners who are guilty of 

honesty, gross negligence, duplicity or 
other fraudulept or unfair practices in the 
handling of matters placed in their hands, or 
in their dealings with fellow lawyers, clients 
and business men generally, shall be made 
known. The profession should be purged of 
every dishonest member, but if steps of dis- 

ent are for any reason not taken, then 
itis right that the worthy members of the 
bar shall be advised concerning those to 
whom it is best, for sufficient reasons, not to 
send business. 

Actuated by these purposes, and to serve 

© proper ends, the well known law firm 
of Fifield & Fifield, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
is preparing a list of lawyers against whom 
gtave charges of unprofessional conduct are 
Proven, rendering it unadvisable that their 
names be placed in any directory or attorney 
list. This step is commendable and should 
Teceive the cordial co-operation of the bar. 

Among those whose names are most promi- 
nently before the profession because of their 
extensive adveitising, and claimed high 


haps than A. C. Brodersen, of Los Angeles, 
Cal. His card has appeared in every legal 
jourval and directory in the country, as well 
as in financial and general publications and 
yet he is reported to be in exceedingly ill- 
repute in his locality, and is known to be a 
man who repudiates his bills and otherwise 
transgresses the law of persona! and business 
hotor. Another extensive advertiser is, or 
was, C. R. Mahan, of Milford and Worcester, 
Mass , rec-ntly arrested for furgery. John 
T. Lattimore, of Garner, Ia., wil be recog- 
nized as a familiar name to all patrons of 
lawyers’ lists, but he should be avoided. So, 
teo, the following: 


Wm. A. Collier, Clanton, Ala. 

Nelson Mac Reynolds, Bridgeport, Ala. 

John W. Watts, Montgomery, Ala. 

A. C. Brodersen, Los Angeles, Cal. 

W W. Cooley, Aspen, Colo 

Thayer, Comstock & Parsons, Norwich, Conn., (Dis 
solved, ) 
Samuel C. Dunlap, Gainesville, Ga. 

Lucian L. Ray, Jackson, Ga. 

R. 8. Rowland, Olney, Il. 

Gary, Cody & Gary, Wheaton, I1., (Dissolved.) 

Foss & Stuart, Harlan, lowa 

McDonald & Rafferty, O lwein, Iowa. 

Haskeil & Greer, Oskaloosa, Lowa. 

S. E. Adler. Ottumwa. Ia. 

W. H. C. Jacques, Ottumwa, Ia. 

P. H. Hackett, Spencer, Iowa. 

James Culbertson, Abilene, Kan. 

John Frannig, Ashiand, Kan. 

Sam S. Sisson. Harper Kan. 

C. E. Lobdell. Dighton, Kan. 

H. A. Yonge, Kansas City, Kan. 

P. B. Lewis, Rand Iph, Kan. 

Wood & Bell, Hopkinaville, Ky. 

L. R. King, Caribou, Me. 

Spaulding & Buker, Richmond, Me. 

8. Davis, Aberdeen. Md.. and Bel Air, Md. 

G. W. Cruiksbank, Elkton, Md. 

Charles Brimblecom, Barre, Mass. 

C. R. Mahan, Milford and Worcester, Mass. 

B B. Wells, Allen, Mich. 

Geo. F. Webber, Mgr. Credit & Collecting Co., De- 
troit, Mich. 

M. D. Halboran, Le Suevr, Minn. 

A LU. Fant, Macon, Mirs 

Jobn R. Walker, Boonville, Mo. 

Abbott, Frazer & O tyrne, Kansas City, Mo. 

J. F. Kindrick, Shelbina, Mo. 

Ed. L. Bishop, Great Falls, Mont. 

J.N. Yates, Callaway, Ne'. 

James H. Woolley, Grand Island, Neb. 

R. M. Magee, Hay Springs, Neb. 

James A. Collins, Hooper, Neb. 

R. R. Dickson, U' Nell, Neb. 

J. V. Alexander 346 W. 14th St., New York City. 

J.H Romer, White Plains N. Y. 

Charles D. Iddings, Dayton, Ohio. 

C. H. Adkins, McComb, VUhio. 

John B. Sanders. Oklahoma, Okla. Ter. 

Couch & Webster, Okla. Law & Collection Agency 
Perry Okia. Ter. 

C. J. Wrightsman, Tecumseh, Okla. Ter. 

L. M. Robinson, Baker City, Oreg. 

Henry D. Whitney, Chattanooga, Tenn. 

Ls tton Taylor, Nashville, ‘Tenn. 

Hendricks & Templeton, Fort Worth, Tex. 

W.H Mobley, Fort Worth, ‘ex. 

S. Chistenson, Provo, Utah. 

Edw. B. Simmons, Olymphia, Wash. 

Charles A. Burnett, Seattle, Wash. 

Ross & Dowd. Seattle, Wash. 

W Mz. Ridpath, Spokane, Wash. 

Lee P Watson Fairmont, W. Va. 

Johan R. ys Grafton. W. Va. 

Wardon & Alvord, Washbarn, Wis. 





standing, there is none better known per- 
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A NEW BOOK. 





Master’s Liability for 
Injuries to Servant. 
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By HON. W. F. BAILEY. 


060 040000000000000 


{2 It gives the Law of 
the subject. 


1 VOL. $6.30, DELIVERED. 


WEST PUBLISHING CO., 
ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Ane bn dn tn tn tp bp tp i tp hp bp ib hbbboaoaeoe 
| se bb eh eb bbb bb Oooo“ 


9900000000000000 


bbb bf bbb bby by by by be by by be be bb bb be 


wyevvvvvvvvVvVvVVVVYYVYeYeVeVeVYUY 
4 4 be bp bn bn bn bb bn by bn bn bo hp hp Li Le i i i i i 


wyevvvvvvVvTVYVvTVvVvVVVVVVYVVeVVYS 




















For Perfection in Writing Machines 


SEE No, 4 YOST, 





All the old points of excellence retained and many 
practical improvements added. 


It must be seen to be appreciated. 


The No. 1 and No. 2 Yosts have received FIVE 
GOLD (beside other) MEDALS in '92-and '93. 


The No. 4 Yost will hold the field for 1894, 
Send for Catalogue. 
Yost Writing Machine Co., 
61 Chamber Street, New York. 
40 Holborn Viaduct, London, England, 
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ee 
LIST OF ATTORNEYS. —_e Stet ti & Shelton Lampkin ea. 


REVISED MONTHLY. 


Most of the Attorneys in this hst have been recom- 
pape dd banks or bankers, in response te inquiries 
ate le correspondents on business matters. 

ie, send business to attorneys and firms 

Wen poral in capital letters and always —y THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 


Subscribers noting errors in this list, or inattention 
on the part of any one named therein, kindly advise 
us of same. 

@ Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 








ALABAMA. 
Athens* (Limestone) 
* (Jefferson) . 
Dadeville: (Tallap ne 
wh jpoosa). .. ° 
Decatur (Morgan) Ww. G00 
Fayette* (Fayette)................ ROBT. x? WINDHAM 
Refers to president of Alabama National Bank. 
Fiorence* (Lauderdale).............. John T. 
Greensborough* me, Seay 
Livingston* (Sumter). ..............-. uben Chapman 
— SNR isc asishndias Sinonninee CLARK & CLARK 
7 North al st. Refer to First National Bank 
Montgomery ontgomery)........ Tompkins & Troy 
a SRS SR SENS, . Dawson 
Tuscaloosa* (Tuscaloosa) ...... Foster, J ones & Rather 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert). ................. Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown* (Perry)............... A. C. Davidson, Jr. 
ARIZONA. 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)..............- ees & ISRAEL 


ida netiaiatnes sce mentor & Morrison 
Tombstone* (Cochise)................. Wn. C. Staehls 
ARKANSAS 
Arkansas City* (Desha)................. Thane 
we Genter tiga camel a ee 
erci i m @ speci 
Clarksville* (Johnson)...... =. ahetia ” ee © 
Des Are* (Prairic)........ccccccccccecss R. A. MOORE 
Refers to eo Bank of Little Rock, Ark. 
Eld@orado* (Union).................... a : s. ouwe 
Fort Smith* (Betention} iacntioniacae m. M. Cra 
— 7S EESTI SD: = q4 STRICKLIN 
| ee of See eee John M. Harrel? 
ae ae vamemiinen wdiiel JOWN C. ENGLAND 
ercial, co! tion and real estate law. Col- 
—— a Pa ity. — to Citizens’ Bank and 
Bradstreet’s Commercial Agency. 
° ss ...defferson W: 





© -dcitionesiknanincie Rose & Pond 
i Aes DN BROOKS, cx 
— BROO ex-U. S District-Attorney. 
to California Ban 
Ww. HOLMES & CO., 202 North Main st. Refer 
& LEE, sical Sank of Len Anguics Attorneys 
for National Bank of California. Refer to First 


National Bank, National a of California and 
a National Ban 


Modesto* (Stanislaus)....................- 

Oakland* (Alameda)................. ow. HOLMAN 
Refers to First National Bank and California Loan 
& Trust Co. 





Pasadena (Los Angeles).............. Jas. McLachlan 
Pomona (Los son. a J. A. Gallup 
Sacramento* (Sacramento)...........-. Robt. T. Devlin 

lan Diego* (San Diego)............... . Heffieman 
SAN CISCO* (San Francisco) 


A. D. D’ANCONA, 405 Montgome 

litigation and collections. ( card. ) 
FOX, K —o & GRAY, Pacific Mutual Bldg., 508 
ery st. Collection department under 


waves & HAVEN, Mle. Building. Practice in all 


courts. 
Stockton* (San Joaquin)........... Joshua B. Webster 
COLORADO. 
PED sc anidcteonnsosbsecnies Owen Prentiss 
o Springs* (El Paso)....... L. pe Cunningham 
Denver* (Arapanoe).........--...-... TTS & RINKLE 


Cooper Bldg. Refer to cine q ational Bank. 
Greeley* (Weld)....... A.C. 
Gunnison (Gunniso: 





Leadville* (Lake)..... Wm. H. N 
Montrose* (Montrose)..................... F. D. Catlin 
(COGEEHIa) ..cccccccccccccccccccccess See Garrison 
Suey itinnisartpsesoososoeseuil Story & Stevens 
ES aa A. W. LENNARD 
S) —Commercial!aw. Refers to Stock grow- 
ers’ Ni onal and Pueblo National Banks. 
Red Pl irinhassoosendcccseeneh A. R. Brown 
Silverton* (San Juan) ..................-. Cc. M er 








345 Main street. 

Middletown* (Middlesex)....ARTHUR B. CALEF, JR. 
Collections and commercial law. Refers to Farm- 
ers & Mechanics’ Sevings Bank. 

New Haven* (New Haven) 
aaa WwW. . ee 157 Church st. Prompt attention 

ons. Kefers to Yale National Bank. 

LIVINGSTON W. CLEAVELAND, 69 Church st. (Long 
Distance Telephone.) Mercantile collections. 
Refers to no ml a Bank. (See 


WHITCOMB & AF & ARMSTRONG, 21 Church st. Practice 
in State and Federal courts. Collections made 
and oe Wy remitted. Refer to First and 

ai 


tional Banks. 
WM. A. e WRIGHT. Collections a specialty. Refers 
to First National Bank. 
Sumire CED ctecccccscocessc CURTIS & CURTIS 
Commercial law ; collections. 
Stonington (New London)................-- H. A. Hull 
Waterbury (New Haven)................ L F. Burpee 
Windsor eee J. W. Johnson 
SSLAWANS. 
TE CID wc ccsiessccccacasssss 
Georgetown* (Sussex)..........- “OBERT é. wous ON 


Middletown (New Castle) .. 


‘EDWIN R. COCHRAN, JR. 
Office also at Wilmington. 


(See card.) 


vee m* (New Castle) 
H C. ay ee 926 Market street. Refers to 
& Safe Deposit Co. 


woe 
EDWIN R. COCHRAN, JR., 907 Market st. Refers 
to 2 ar National Bank, of Middletown. 


(See EMM 
— i. NS (Successor to Lore & Emmons), 
BRANCH i. GILES, 40 4co toy ae mie Refers to 


& Trust 
WILLARD SA SAULSBURY. II 1k, \ apemeemee st. Refers 
to Union National Ban 


Hd ge Id OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHIN N_ (Washingto’ 
JOHN . ‘BARTHEL, zal on st. Refers te Lincoln 


National Bank. 
THOS. H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
od 4. a aspecialty. Refers to Na- 

mal Bank he Republic. 
HENRY a na GARNETT. 6 5th st. Collections a 
Refers tc Second National Bank. 

naTiDWAL & boLLECTION AGENCY (Bonded), 608 F 
nag om W. Maupin, Counsel. Re- 
fer eo ‘Fidelity posit Co. of Maryland. 


FLORIDA. 
ry ey ee 
pee hw S hieweewae Lutterioh, Kant, & Davi 
Gaines OO aa John W. Ashby 
Jacksonville* (Duval) 
COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS'N, Law 
Exchange Bldg. Chas. S. Adams and Henry 
>. — Attorneys. Collection of claims a 


FLETCHER ER k’ be ang Attorneys for First National 


ia) 
— “ fe 2 alt Fee to First National Bank 
ANDREW | J. ROSE. ‘Refers to First National Bank. 





(See car 

St. ery = ‘eens ecesensceses W. W. Dewhurst 
iS aaimnieawaichainabd +-R. W. Williams 
Titusville* A anon pensseccssecesed James T. Sanders 

GEORGIA. 
Americus* (Sumter).................- EVAN T. MATHIS 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to ali banks. 
Athens* (Clarke) ...... eocoscosesoesees Henry C. ‘Tuck 


Atlanta* (Fulton) 
— > | CANDLER. Refers to Atlanta National 


COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION ASS’N, 3% 
tehall st. Garrett & Neufville, Attorneys. 
Refers » a bank or reliable business house 


CONSOLIDATED COLLECTION CO. Roby Robinson, 
Secretary and ‘Ireasurer. References :—Any 
bank or business hg e in Atlanta. 

0. E. & M. C. HORTON, 2936 Marietta st. Special 
facilities for heniilag commereil litigation. 

er & MOORE, 202 Law Bidg. Refer to Capi 

or and Merchants’ Henle. Atlanta; Niles 

a Works Co., a, © weg Studebaker 
Bros. Manofacturing Co., 

Augusta* (Richmond).......... STEED A — 


cus. 
ohn E. Donaldson 
Brunswick* (Glynn).............- JOHNSON & KRAUSS 
References: Merchants & Traders’ B'k, Brunswick 





Fort Gain e = ‘ z F Daled 
OB (UIBY) «2 nnn enn nn wwwwcccnccee Be 

Gainesvill e* (Mall. pdsesndwodeshneaieosenad J. C. Boone 
Seamine Guovethadauas peccsesceseues R.L. J. Smith 


ulberry st. James 


Attorneys 
Ass’ 2 


Bank 
GEO. A. MERCER | a SON. 
NICOLSON. a MCKETHAN. 


the Citizens’ Bank. 
Valdosta* (Lowndes) ........ 


Boise City* (Ada)........... 
Payette aay eee 


COVEY & COVEY. M 
Agency. ™m 





ANDERSON & A DERSON, 318 Second 
TOF Ma ee ene at: Attorney 
COMMERCIAL LOAN & COLLECTION LASS, 
t, J 


GRACE STONES. Masonic Bldg. 
soxperetion law preferred. Refer to 


JOHN L. oo Reteete Fae y 
(ational Bank, 


© State of G 


Pa 


nt 


Commercial ang 
to Exchangy 


GRIFFIN & BROWN, Cor. Bull and Bay sts. Gener 
for ‘Commercial Loan & & Collection 
— to © Asien Bank and Nationg 


Attorneys for Souther, 
a. 
9 and 10 Provident i} 


An efficient collection department. 


(See card.) 
----Powhatan B, 


Waynesboro* (Burke)..... Lawson, Callaway & Seals 
SDAwS. 







Pocatello (Bingham) . . . 
Weiser* (Washington) weoccscoouscecasenes 
i ae ILLINOIS. 
BOR CRTAEISER) 000 ccccccccccccoccceseses J. P. HODGE 
Refers to “Alton Savings Bank. 
BMI Gi coc cs cenccecccseseenese Wooster & Hawa 
Aurers GARB cccescccccsceccccesese H. O. Southworth 
i cindksescacenssensibetieed J. W. Bennett 
Datbenscsessessccnndused R. R. Hewitt 
Bloomin, A eee J T. Libbard 
Cairo* (Alexander).................. Langeicn & Leek 
Carbondale (Jackson)................... - H. Caldwell 
Cham . (oom canine = To hee 
CHICAGO" (Cook) bt 
GEO. B. CHAMBERLIN, 1209 Tacoma Bldg. rn 
ns, comm corpo: law, ete. 
tions as - fers to First National Bank 


(Office yette, Ind.) 
ae McINDOE, 70 ry: Salle st. Commercial litigs 
m and collections. 
VARNUM & ANDERSON, Suites 1120 & 1121 Chamber 


of Commerce Bldg., Washington and La Salle 
streets. (See ca 

Chillicothe (Peoria) .................... Send to Peoria, 
Danville: = eecccececcece Penwell & Lindley 
( D ocacoouceseouesess adsoen D. C. Corley 

DeKalb* eee enesonngians E. B. Gilbers 
SE Gi ikcesucssencaces ecseess W. & W. D. Barge 
kfinghan Vidiaghans) eccccccocccsscccs F. i 
FEE TIED cnn otcvsenscsssaneonseosas . M. IRELAND 

Refers te First National Bank. 

ria) Peoria. 










of the Covey Collection 
corporation law 


HENAY c. FULLER and RICHARD H. et. At 


ey* (Adama) for Anthony 6 tec EMMONS, 
Refers to Ricker National Bank. 
Rantoul (Champaign). ...............- Thomas J. 
Ridgway (Gallatin) . . Phillips & Wiedemann 
Rockford* (Winnebago)............... Chas. A. 
a - ~ yy (Rock )..CONNELLY & CONNELLY 
er to Rock Island banks and R. G. Dun & Co. 


Shelby lle (Shelby)... ... Moulton, Chek 6 
_| shelter 


Sprin Sia: pegssanea SANDERS & B80 
Roter to iret Nat Saenad, or any —_- a ity 
itreator (LaSalle). ...........ccccescees 
Sullivan* (Moultrie)................- és) san & t Hodes 
SO EE Es: 5 no. W. Stanley 
camore (De Kalb)..... ecensovcsessges G. W. Dantes 
aylorville* (Christian)............. Taylor & Abrams 
Toledo* (Cumberland). ............. SW. 8. Everhart 
Vandalig* (Fayette)...... eessesennasesens B. W. Heary 
Waterloo* (Monroe).............e000+-s Chas. Morrison 
‘Winchester* (Scott). ........002 cecccesesss J. M. Rigg 
oodstock* McHenry)................ Joslyn oan 
Yorkv'ille* (Kendall)............. coscesodSe 
INDIANA 
erson* Doccocces 


LLEWELLYN B. JACKSON 
of Anderson. 
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Anthony 


Atchison* (Atchison) 
Belleville* (Republic) 
Beloit* (Mitchell) 
Bird oer” (Cheyenne) 


Burlin a 
Columbus 
onmadier ( Cloud) 


Motive 
Refer t Citinoas’ Exchan 3 
t (Grant) bebeceseucs are smnindnied L. A. Cassell 


* (Allen) 
Fort WS HANNA. Refers to Hamilton and White Na- 
tional Banks. 
ALLEN ZOLLARS. Refers to Hamilton National 
Bank. 
Auntington* (Huntington) encnccessisosnee B. F. Ibach 
lis* (Marion) 


American Collecting & Reporting Assoc’n. 
HEROD & HEROD, Rooms 14-17 Fletcher Bank Bldg. 
me any bank in the city. 
Marshall) 
‘ile (Noble) ‘Theo. L. 
Kokomo’ (Howard) WILLIAM z MAPLE 


Commercial Law and the law of real te 
Refers to Citizens and Howard og al a 


Mount Vernon* (Pesey) 
— * (Delaware) 





fallivan* (Sullivan 
ANTOINETTE D LEACH. Commercial law especially. 
Depositions. (See card.) 
JOHN S. BAYS. Oummneal law and collections. 
feegarden (Marshall) See Pl 
ferre Haute* (Vigo) 
Valparaiso* (Porter) 


* (Knox) 





INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Ardmore Fie. ss kineeatintionginmmud iil J.C. Thompson 
Xx * (Creek N 
SH CKELFORD, SHEPARD A snegenrere. We 
collect in Cherokee,Creeh and eocon Setens. 
Purcell (Pontotoc Geerge M Mill 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation)..Harley & P. — 


On Bap Ve COOPER, Security Savings Bank ae 
Refers to Cedar bn National Bank an 


Savin 
W.L. = OnISSMAN. Ftere to Cedar Rapids National 





( 
{ 
— Bluffs* penance 


& Dawson 

Davenport* (Scott) on eeeee-- HEINZ & a 

Refer to Farmers & Merchante’ Savings Ban 
Des Moines* (Polk) 

CUMMINS & WRIGHT. Refer to Iowa National and 


Commercial eo a specialty. 

References furnished upon _ ~~ 

ramp (Dubuque) Monroe ¥. Cady 
(Hardin) 


* (Fremont) 
lowa City (Johnson) 
Keokuk* (Lee 


Refers to State Central Savin 
Knoxville" (Marion) ae 
Le Mars* a ee ‘ . Sammis 
ample e 
Hedges, Beotr Binford 


vice president of United States, and Western 
fer Co., Sioux City. 

GHTY. Commercial litigation and col- 

ons. Refers to Northwestern Nat. Bank. 

ee. <% WILLIAMS. = to Security National 
Iowa ee Sen 

Storm rake (Buena Vista) 
Cedar 


Wea (Black Hi k) Boies, 
aw 
Webster City Hamilton WESLEY MARTIN 


Council Grove* (Morris) 


Dodge 5 (Ford) 


OA BULLOCK, 19 and 20 Boston Block. Manager po (L 


Fredonia’ (Wilson) 
Garden City* 
Garnett* ( 
Great Bend* (Barton) .. 
Hiawatha* (Brown) 


Hambolie" ne 
Hutchinson* (Reno) 
Jetmore* ( 
Jewell City 
Junction 
— Ae (Wy 


KANSAS. 
Abilene* a Stambaugh & Hurd 
H. Parke Jones 


(Harper) 
Arkansas City (Cowley) 


— & Merchants’ 


Pulsifer & Alexander 


John V. 
GEO. P. MOREHOUSE 
Refers to Morris —_ Bank. 
. Sutton 
sees eitianhendestisdindnBed i B. Kellogg 


wood Falls* (Chase) 
City Attorney. 


Scott* 
D. F. CAMPBELL. Refers to all the banks at Fort 


HUMPHREY & HUDSON. Office in Union Block. 
Mercantile law particularly. 


(Finney). . 
nderson).... 


Ho oy .* Hopkins 
. A. Chambers 


WwW right ‘& Stout 
Hodgeman) Jno. F. Curran 
; (dewell} sechauninipadiaianlit J.C. Postlethwait 
ity* (G John O. Marshall 


) 
HART, 320 Portsmouth Building. 

W. E. FLYNN, 530 Minnesota avenue. 
Kingman* (Kingman) W. G. Tete 
Larned* (Pawnee) .......... V.. ernon 
Lawrence* (Douglas) ‘SPANGLER & BROWNELL 
Refer to Douglas County Bank 

.Jobn E. Hestin 


wl (Rice) 

hattan™ (Riley) 

Marion* (Marion) .. King & Kell 
Glass & Pollac 


a Seamed (Marshall) . ‘ 

McPherson*(McPherson).......... Simpeon. & aan 
Meade* (Meade) W. Miles 
Minnea George Ww. y. Hurley 
Mound W. Poere 
Newton* ( 


..Jones & Jones 


GREP CURED cncccccnccecvcceessse F. A. Waddle 
Paola* (Miami) 

Pittsburg ag 

Russell* (R 

Salina* ane 

Santa Fe* TT ciaadéccaecase 
St. Mary's (Pattawatomie)..... 
St. John’ (Stafford, 


-D. D. Temple 
..Hagan & Mackay 
J. W. 


i. R. BROBST 

Reference: ora Smith, ‘banker. 
ka* (Shawne) 

CALL & INGALLS. Refer to First National Bank, 

yr of Topeka and Bradstreet Mercantile 


Joni H. WH. COLLIER, Refers to Merchants’ National 


Wa ana (T Pawsesscceces Bet = 
Weltington™ (Sumner) res 4 
Wichita" ( ick) Ha RAUG 
Refer to Sedgwick County Ban 

Winfield* cOnsemay? eae ca _ * - Hunt 
Yates Center* (Woodson) 


KENTUCKY. 
Bowling Green* (Warren) 
Covington* (Kenton) 
Franktort* (Franklin).. 
Grayson (Carter) 
Henderson* (Henderson) . & RK. D. 
Lap (Fayette)... Kentucky COLLECTING “CO. 
Counsel. Refers to any bank in city. 
Louis VILLE (Jefferson) 
AVRITT & POSTON, 79 Louisville Trust Co. Bldg. 
General practice in State and Federal courts. 
Refer to ——— Banking Co., Louisville 
Trust Co. and Fidelity Trust & Safety Vault Co. 
BARNETT, MILLER & BARNETT, Cor. 5th & Market 
ats. ‘Attorneys for Louisville Banking Co. and 
German Practice in State and Federal 
——. See, insurance and corporation 


special 
BRIGHT & BRANDEIS, Cor. Fifth and Jefferson sts. 
—- to Third National Bank and German 


ce Bank. 
WALTER "DARBY 78 Trust Bldg. Notary Public. 


Comme iw a specialty. 
ROGERS & DUNCAN, 322 Fifth ave. Refer to Third 
7 ational Bank. 
WM. WATTS, 48 Rtg Jefferson st. Refers to 
Loaieville me SO. , German Bank and 
- German +--— (See ca - page 359.) 
a 


Newport* (Cam 

Paducah* (M 

Paris* (Bourbon) Lockhart & Lyng 
Somerset* (Pulaski) .............+.---- J. P. Hornaday 
Winchester* (Clark) Beckner & J cou 


LOUISIANA. 


Rayville" Rie 
Shreveport” (Caddo).............. 


(Kno 
Waterville (Kennebec) 


BAL’ 








ton) 
— County meaaey 
A. W. C. Weeks 


Marksville* (Avoyelles) 
Monroe*™ (Ouachi 


Jocccccccccccccccccees 


ew Orleans* (Orleans) 
SIDNEY —~ ~trne 35 Carondelet st. Collections 


sosePhn.w WOLFSON, 6 Carondelet at. Commercial 
eet. s WHETSTONE 
& Thatcher 


Auburn* ( 


Fred L. — 
Cros Lo | 
“WcrAU 
rape 


SS email Joseph E. Moore 
Harvey D. Eaton 


MARYLAND. 
lis* (Anne Arundel) 
IMORE (Baltimore) 
SHRIVER, BARTLETT & bar St. Paul and Baltimore 
sts. Mercantile law and collections. References 
astor nsibility: National Bank of Baltimore, 
Natio acne, and Western National 


Bank of Bal 
SAMUELS. BOGGS. Over Mechanics’ National Bank. 


Law and co! 
BONDED COLLECTION *OGENCY, Daily Record 
ae = — "& Deposit Co. of 


wd.) 
PARRY RY CEE D DOWNS, 402, 403, 418 Law Bldg. Com- 
mercial and corporation matters solici 
ELLIOTT & HOFFMAN, Cor. Fayette and St. Paul 
w. i. H. RALEIGH, Merchants’ Protective 
Credit & Collection Boreas, 


on 
EDWIN HARVIE SMITH, Rooms yy and 14 Daily 
rg ‘Counsel f ied Collec- 


iw ao COLLECTION ASS’N, 649 and 651 
7 H. and 8. John 
Lion, Counsel; Chas. H. Green, Mgr. (See card.) 
Air* (Harford) 
FRANK A. HANCOCK. Commercial litigation. Col- 
lections. Refers to Second National Bank. 
J. .¢ sy Refers to Second National Bank of 


N* (Suffolk) 

HERBERT L. BAKER, 178 ; Devendhiee st. Refers to 
Broad wan National Bank. 

JOHN HAS BUTLER, Globe Bldg., 244 Wash- 


ENTER .) 
= NTER & fowce x 10 Tremont st. Commercial 
a aap ww. Refer to Old Colony 


waLten ‘CHURCH 1 Beacon street. 
tates and Lost Heirs. 
FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 
aT Bi Reference:—Freeman’s Nat. Bank. 
LYND — ING & a. 68 Cornhill. 
MERCANTI ———- CO., 56 Bedford street. B. K. 
Moore, & Mgr. Refers to Mount Vernon 
National Bank. (See card.) 
nae LAW & COLLECTION EXCHANGE. H.B. 


Manager; J. W. Spaulding, Gen’! Counsel. 
street. Refers to’ Man turers’ 


al Bank. 
READ'S ‘U LEGAL & |. AGENCY. A. H. 
W. FL & a4 stocum 7 Washin st. Refer 


to Hide er National (See card.) 
SPRAGUE & WASHBURN, 105 Sumner st. Refer to 
Mount Vi ational Bank. 


Essex) 
sa 
Soe JOHN R. CALLAHAN 
k National Bank of ----Ohan vB 


(Middlesex) CHAS. tt CONANT 
‘ers to Prescott National Bank. 
Lynn (essex) eccaccccccccccce ecccee Henry F. Hurlburt 
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~"LYNDE. WambiNe’& a YNDE NDE 
hia unepeninnnale tities -.-.-.dease A. Taft 
Alex. M Gon 
NE CT: W.F. a&W. $. st SLOCUM 
Punsoavce densangncoen xy. M. W 
William G. A. Pattie 
oad 
Send to Hol 
Sannin ad D. E. WE! TER 
LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE 
G. Ea Williams 
asebaiin’ os. Curley 
....J. J. Sullivan 
SD sccinianasiidanetaneten GEO. KRESS 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Winchester (Middlesex) ............-. Geo. S. Littlefield 
Worcester* (W orcester)............ RICE, KING & RICE 
Refer to any bank or business house here. (See card.) 
MICHIGAN. 
dey = D omnenhinintn W. B. Williams & Son 
Ann pray rhe ( ~~ (een pmo gacenenenetinettl Zz. P. KING 
Refers to AnnArbor Sav. Bk and Dean&Co. Ree 
Bay Oi? meatal EDWARD. eae KE 
i icinbdennckincndal 
Commerce ii and collections estate. 


( lummer 
Croswell (Sani -— md Bese eee eseoce Wilford Macilem 
DETROIT* (W. 


BOWEN, DOUGLAS: & WHITING, 80 to 85 Moffat 


—— 18 ——, Attorney and Manager of 

The Credit & Collection Co.. 45 and 46 Campau 

Bldg. Refers to John L. Harper & Co., bank- 
ers, and the Dime Savings Bank. 

FRANK E. ROBSON, 602 Hammond Bldg. 

Detroit National Bank. 


Refers to 





Jackson (Jackson) 
ASHLEY & WOODLIFF. Collections a specialty. 
FORREST C. BADGLEY, 102 West Main street. 
“= pana pecnanend Boudeman & Adams 


gham) 
NOH H. CHASE. Special attention to commercial 
wed real estate law. Notary with seal. Refers 
of the four banks in the 4 
00D. Refer to E. Bement & Sons, City 


wooo ry 
National Bank and Ingham County Savings Bank. 
mette* (M “eaeRGtas seonnukenl -. H. _ 
Midland* a D  simbmmwme madi 
Minden City (Sanilac) ........... FRANK E. BURBANKS 
Refers to People’s National Ban 
Muskegon* (Muskegon)............ J, MacDONALD 
CAROGER) .ccccccccccccceccccese 5, 
Pon (Oakland) ikeescseeneasinaen 
Romeo (Macomb)..............-..- Cc. o THORIN ON 
ay to opal National Bank. 
ERTS © WwoOoD & sonnes 


w* (Saginaw) 
4, 5 and 6 Merrill Block, op ite Court House 
General civil practice in courts. Refer to 
+ one bap _ ——_ — in the 
ity. e collection departmen 
Beach (Huro: oa vbben ve oer “iii ieee =se ry a 
Chippewa)... -. 
Sturgis (St. Joseph)..........- WM. M TALLMAN wy co. 
Collection tay al Send your collections to us and 
save litigation 
Three Rivers (St. ieee: R. Route to: | ey 


West Bay City (Bay) .........-......... City 
est Branch* (0; WW) coccneccesese T.L. Sucdgrans 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw)................... D. C. Griffiz 
MINNESOTA 
Albert Lea* (Freeborn).................... £.C. 8 
Auatin® Clewe®).....cccccccee inal Lyman D. 
Brainerd (Crow Wing)...............-. G. W. —— 
Canby (Yellow Medisine) pbnneninngs Geo. Fitzsimmon 
Duluth’ (St. Lonis)............... RICHARDSON & DAY 
Commercial and mortgage collections a s a: 
Refer to “J bank in uth, and the St. 





Long J.D. Van Dy 

Minneapolis* (Hennepin).......... — & FIFIELD 
611 Lumber Exchange. (See card 

Montevideo* (Chippewa) ............ Lynder A Py 

Rs 

Rochester* ER HENRY C. BUTLER 
ay) - First National Bank. 

St. Paul* macy) NERS EEE J. F. ; eocams 
412 N. +a a ee Refers to Merchants’ N. 

St. Peter* ae Serer i wane Ae Stone 

Still Wasbinyion ES ERET ET cCartne 

‘Winona* (Winona).................-..- . B. WEBBE 


Attorney for Merchants’ Bank of this 





v 


MISSISSIPPI. 


QEEETES). cc ccccccccescoces ooe 


ar) 

MOORE & JONES. Refer to Bank of 

CHARLES SCOTT, President Bank of 
burg* (Warren)..............Dal 


MISSOURI. 


eee ee eee eee eeeeeeeeaes 


sort 
ITY* (Jackson) 








.-G. C. Paine 
<> em 


: a) MciiTOsH 
est E. 


Rosedale. 
Rosedale. 


bney & McCabe 


CHAS. B. ———. New York Life Bldg. Refers to 
M ional Bank. 


litan Nati 
GATTS & 


Metropolitan National Bank and 
CHAS. F. 


niaw. Refers to any 


1GGS, Suite 3-4 Long Bldg. 


Refer to 
radstreet’ 8. 


fiussey, 515 Main st. Commercial and 
bank. 


EDW. REYNOLDS 417 American Bank ee 


er In Inter-State Collection “pet 


Macon City* (Macon)............:-..-..- E. Guthrie 

on eee eesececceccscs Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr. 

Moberly* (Randolph)...............- Forrest G. Ferris 

OD CT ccc cdcccoccocccousscesés Geo. Hubbert 

Osceola* (St. t Clair) -caeisetanceeniall ez Daniel 

Poplar Biu®l* (Datler) .....<ccccccccceceee B. Lantz 
‘ere to any business house in Poplar 

St. Joseph* (Buchanan)....... a & CRANDALL 
German-American Bark Build: ing 

A incacebctsanesseanid GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 

Bank ay card.) 

----Sangree & Lamm 

PDs wescenccccsuncancesessesced 8. B. Burks 





ND. BECK, P. O. Box 712. 
cial; ~ 2 Refers to judges and county officers, 


ni ‘FeivEon. Refer to C. B. Holland's Bank, 
Central National 


Greene Coun 


Collections a spe- 


Banks. 


Stewartsville (De Kalb Dctiedcwnstiuawnbaed . F. Clark 

een ( GND  ncocncccccoccccoscsqecces T. S. Carter 

EGR CQEEREI)cccccccccccccescccccese W.E. Clark 

Unionville Lo --Beverly H. Bonfoey 

ype. (JERMSER) cccccccccccccecess 8. P. Spark 

Webb City (Jasper)................- Wittice & Devore 

+ deem 

Billings* (Yellowstone)...................- G. A. aoe 

Butte City* (Silver Bow) eewesecopsnuiin M. Kirkpatrick 

Great F. OD ciniciniomacatl LARGENT & HUNTOON 
Commercial litigation a special feature. ones pad 

Hamilton (Missoula)............... -Rol 

Helena* (Lewis & Clarke)..... pa N. & S.H. WeinTinE 
Gold Block. Commercial ome arecene A 

Neihart (M *_ _SeaRERREE manic ARD BENNETT 
Refers to National Bank 

White Sulphur Springs” (Meagher). .A. N. C. Bainum 

NEBRASKA. 

Auburn* (Nemaha)................ evecce John 8. Stull 

Benkelman* (Dundy).................-.--.- <5 bana 

Central City* (Merrick) .............. 

Fremont* SO ciahiniasie acaiabiphicaueal Loomis & & "ABBOTT 
Attorneys for Commercial National Bank, Home 
Sav'gs k and Equitable Build'g & Loan Ass'n. 

Geneva* (Fillmore) .......ccccccccccse. John D. Carson 

Gothenburg (Dawson)...............-.-. Ww 1 — 

—- ae eee 


Scan senencepoonemens THOS. 


H. Mati RS 


eters si Fist oe and Union — Banks. 


Masmagy sancsccoesseasenst HARTIGAN 

Refers to as Banking Co. . 

Hayes Centre” aan Sedecccessooconcess -C. A. Be 

Keweer* (Buffalo) .........- 

Lincoln* (Lancaster)...... HARWOOD, AMES & PEITIS 

Attorney for First National Bank. 

Nebraska City” (Otoe)................ .W. SEYMOUR 
City Attorney, U. s. Commissioner, No Public. 

North Platte* (Lincoln)................ J.8 —— 

Galodale® (Amtsiep a). ..o..2ccccsccseccenc- M.B 

Omaha* (Douglass)........ WALTERS GOLLECTION i CO. 
(Incorp.) First National Bank Building. Chas. E 
Walters, President. 

O'Neill* (Holt) nteeviocsianicaseeseudiiad H. M. UTTLEY 
Refers to EJkhorn Valley Bank. 

Qe FT conics seccendacctsnnucs THOMAS L. HALL 


Refers to Ord State B’k and First Bank of —o— 


Pawnee Ci (Pawnee)........... eueese a A 8 
ema 2 [Sheridan pedeuscotbowstedeudl Wook 
fas iy Adal 0% eosees atosnseascectll ¥F.M.N 
Pee Sere eT Geo. W. 
NEVADA. 
Carson City* (Ormaby’)...........2.-000------ T. Coffin 
BR CWE 0 occ cesccosscccces occene Baker & Hines 
Va GONG D caccsssccsecsctdcoces I. W. Whitchee 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Andover (Merrimack)............. ees. W. Stone 
UO = Serereeeeee sz. & 
a... rere Ww. 5: HARDY 
ercial law and colle«tions. ers - 
lin National Bank 


Dover* (Straftord)........... .....Send to Great Falls 








<= 
Franklin (Merrimack).......... BARNARD 
Mercantile litigation a specialty & BARNARD 
Frankho Falls (Merrimack) e to 
Gorham (Coos 





a of this city. 

Keene* (Cheshire)........-..-.. Batchelder & Faulkner 
Manchester (Hillsborough).........Alpheus (, 
Nashua* (Hillsborough)............ William J, 
Newport* (Sullivan).............. eeerereee. A. 8. & 
Portsmouth (Rockingham)..........William H. Paing 
Rochester (Strafford).............. Send to G Pally 

ereworth (Strafford)........... Send to Great Pall 
Whitefield (Coos) eecccececccecess-C, E,W, 

(Carroll)....... oeeseeees- William 0, 
NEW JERSEY. 

Arlington (Hudson).Send to R.B.Seymour, J 
Asbury Park (Monmouth)........... Send to , 
Atlantic City* (Atlantic).............. has. A. Beaks 


ih ON 


Cc 
Bayonne (Hudson) .Send to RB. Seymour, Ji 
John Wr Poke 





( 
Freehold* (Monmouth) .......... FREDERICK 6 
Refers to Central National Ban 
Guten (Hed i sescuspieeesneese ce  Hoboke 
ensack* (Bergen).............+«+.- a] 
Hackettstown (W —— Sahinheneshebebiind 


H (Hudson) Se Sond to R.B. ue, a 
Hoboken (Hudson)................... aio 


Second National Bank Bldg. Po ieoet ty law. 
Jerse Wy (Hudson) 
oe. 8 Fey 4 586 Newark ave. Refers to Hui 


m Cit 
10HN iH. P Lien, a Fuller Bldg. Commercial 
tion as Refers to First National 
R. . — UR. p law and o 


f corporations in this State. Refers to 
National Bank. (See card.) = 
Matawan (Monmouth)........... to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris)......... AuiéustuS W. CUTLER 
Practices in Federal and State Courts. (See card.) 
= Holly* a baeences Walter A. Barrows 
ewar 
DANIEL F. ‘BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 


W. C.  GAMRON, 523 Prudential Build’g. Refersto 
pong cd & Agencies’ Ass'n, 208 Broadway, 


w Yor 
JOHNSON & GERMAN, 79 Broad st. Refer to Mer. 


chants’ N 

JOHN WHITEHEAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 

on mak. and ben —e — sioner. 
evan CLEEF, DALY. . woopeRiDge, 4] Paterson st. 
Gasca nccccssccscucuceanl OSEPH K. FIELD 
Paterson* (Passaic)............... RAYION E. HORTON 
121 Ellison st. Refers to Paterson National Bank. 
Plainfield (Union) ..............-. WM. A. CODDINGTON 
202 West Front st. Refers to First Nationa) Bank. 
poy ee 

(Monmouth)............. 

Somerville* (Somerset) ............ GEO Ww. ANDERSON 


Master in a and Notary Public. 
Trenton* (Mercer 
JOHN H. BACKES, Forst & Rickey Bldg. Commer 
cial and corporatio’ nm law. 
WM. S. MILLS, 144 East State st. Justice of the 











Peace; Commissioner of Deeds. Collections a 
sy 

Union (Hudson)........... Seosccscucsied See Hoboken 

Weehawken (Hudson)................... See — 

West Hoboken (Hudson)....... oncenennas See H 

Woodbridge (Middlesex)... sianaeteed * EPHRAIM CUTTER 
Mercantile law a Ity. 

Woodbury* (Gloucester)... eocces o«+-----Lewis Starr 

NEW MEXICO. 

Albuquerque* (Bernalillo)............. R. W. D. BRYAN 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Clayton (Colfax)................ --Ollin EK. Smith 

Santa Fe* (Santa Fe). . B. Slo 

Socorro* (Socorro) .... D. Brooks 

_NEW YORK. 

Albany* (Albany)............cc00.--- MILLS & BRIDGE 
44 Tweddle lag. Corporation and commercial lav. 
Reter to National a Bank. 

eo Fe 4 coe ik Burke 4 & Hoover 

uburn* (Ca Jecccce nderw: itor 

Batavia* (Geneees).........--- WILLIAM E. WEBSTER 


Refers to Bank At = and Farmers’ Bank. 


ton* ( 
aR LIFFORD 8. AR ARMS. Collections a specialty 
a a & VAN CLEVE, Phelps "Bank 


dg: ana to Merchants’ Bank. 
Brockport fin ( — Send to Rochester 


GEORGE F. F. yitt) OTT, Garfield Buildin 
MOREHOUSE & FISH, 16 Court st. "Comercial ad 


ition la See card. 
mac ‘ 
JOHN, i. Brogan, 110 Erte Oem Sevings Bast 


Marin 
CHARLES R. & Betas to Ca ten U. CARRUTH, 8. White 
Collections and . De 

eftions taken. Refer to City Bank. 
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A 
aH. 
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= M. E. GALLIMORE, President. 


Merchants’ and 
Manufacturers’ 








OTIS B. BLACK, Secretary. 


INTERNATIONAL CREDIT BUREAU Co., i 


61, 62 and 63 COLUMBIA BUILDING, COLUMBUS, OHIO. 


Publishers of STANDARD . 
pe pet y= A :. oa Re 











Guemssequas eecesecoccecoceses 


D. Murra: 
- form Ta acadieas Lowman & BYRN 


PHPMEEEEED cccccccccocsscoesss A. F. B. Chase 
Ithaca* (Tompkins).............---..-.. Wm. N. Noble 
utauqua)....Bootey, Fowler & Weeks 
Johnstown" (Fulton) ...........-. FAYETTE E. MOYER 
f ee ee =. 
Lockport* ( agua Ricaedaabieds J . W. Bowen 
Mase (Frank MO -cocssers — =, SOS P. KELLAS 
Refers to People's Natio. 
( Rccacboscanennd SOHN Cc. R. TAYLOR 
15 North st. ers to any local bank. 


Mount Vernon (ethesten} .Oatrander & Crawford 
New Rochelle (Westchester) ...... MORRIS F. KANE 
Refers to Bank of New Rochelle. 
2 EW YORK* (New York) 
BRIGHAM & BAYES, 1 - Nassau st. Refer to Sev- 
enth National 
ISAAC M. ARON, 1515 is First ave. Refers to Clark, 
pope Go., London, Eng., and New York. 


card.) 
we. ia F. BROWNE, 2 50 Bute ot and 3059 Third 
CARTER, HUGHES. . Ke.toee, 96 Broadway and 
6 Wall street. (See card 
1 e CONKLING, 136 Liverty st. Counselor and 
Notary. Depositions taken. Refers 


to Henrv Nichols, banker, 60 way. 
BENJ. FRANKLIN, 2174 Third avenue. Refers to 


Twelfth Ward Rank. (See card.) 
HASTINGS & GLEASON, 265 Broadway. Attorneys 
for N of Republic. (See ca 


ational Bank of the 
= ay” Tees Broadway. Secutent 
JULIUS HEIDERMAN, 3070 Third avenue. Refers 
to Germania Bank. 
a. a "oa a: Park Row. Collections a spe- 


WOREHOUSE & FISH, 206 Broadway. Commercial 
and ompein law. (See ea: 

JAMES }, TRORNLEY, 29 Park — Collections a 
specialty. (See card.) 

Collections, Patents, Trade-Marks, . Ete. 

HENRY CONNETT, 132 Nassan st. and Ex- 


Bem in Patents. (See card.) 

GILBERT _—e LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See 

equiTABLE MERCANTILE AGENCY, Temple Court. 

few ne pee Tn gaa 16 years in business; 

highest references. 

CHAS. WAHLERS, 119 Nassau st. Patents, Trade- 
Marks. Copyrights. (See card.) 

Louis Hasbrouck 


P.W. cut Ran. Refers to the First National Bank. 
WwW. et. iGeatioee My Fitshue Bldg., East First st. 
(Clinton). eccccccced Charles 


Ne J. H. Baxter 
Pitan = ppebeusoteness Ww. M. 


Moore 
wkins 

Poop ita edbs itches) 
ARTIN HEERMANCE. Ex-District Attorney of 
nape Refers to any bank in Dutch- 


WILKINSON. ’ COSSUM, 35 Market st. Attorneys 
for Datchess County Mu Insurance Co. and 


Tere rer eee eres 


Bhineboe TDatcheos : ' a Caen 
c Dewcccccocecocs Heermance 
Rochester* (Meares). SEO I ET ae Cc. DAVY 
torney for st Side kk , eaves 
Rome (Oneida) Me odegegveneesouesenesien Gaxe 4 ‘an 
Sandy Hill (Washington)... GRENVILLE M, INGALSBE 
Hh et ce MBERT WHITTAKER 
8 
— cy incase a ag D. MILLER 
Refers eis eeccccces : 
Me , ueneteweabiie = to Rocheeter 


BENEDICT & oe Kirk block. Refer 
i CHARLES § MELORAM 209 & 210 “The Bastable.” 
& Deposit 


MESSENGER & i FARWER, Sie aol The Dewees,” 


law. 
Kirk ‘block. Collec- 


Utica* (One: 


( hin 
WhitePiaines (Wi 
Yonkers (Westchester) 


Asheville* (Buncombe)...............P. MMANGS 
Charlotte* (Mec rt 
OSBORNE, MAXWELL & KEERANS. Commercial 
law and — a specialty. Refer to First 
National Ban 
| mae gel» rOumberiend) pkbeedddetens John G Shaw 
“vs wececccocesccceesecessese 
Mt Airy (s Gidea inane dawn == . SPARGER 
Lavy) 


GURDON é. ‘SHnAUDER. 
tion law a specialty 


Oneida) 
a RTH & SHUMWAY. Refer to Central Bank 
oO 


Mercantile and corpora- 


) 
hester) . ‘SiePWEN S. MARSHALL 
ALLEN TAYLOR 


Refers to First National Bank. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


Randolph) » & 
Refers to Commercial National Bank, H 
—_ P.A.C 


Raleigh* (Wake)............-....--. 


Gidney & Webb 
--FRANK D. HACKETT 





J. 
..Iredell Meares 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Frank V. 


Disdnketabane J. B. EATON & CO. 
Union Nat. Banks, — Forks. 
ar Piedendaddeh sqsadacsseecal 


Wilsingtons (New Hanover). . 


A. T. COLE 


F 
an A. HILDRETH, Red River Valley National Bank 
Bldg. Refers to Hon. Alfred Thomas, Judge 
United States District Court, and Hoa. Alfred 
Wallin, Judge Supreme Coart 
rane © es — to First and Red River 


ley N: 8. 
Grand Forks* (Grand Forks). er J. B. aero & Co. 
Refer to First and Union National Ban 

Northwood (Grand Forks)... .. —_ o * MORPHY 
Refers to State Bank of North 


OHIO. 

Akron* (Summit) 

OTIS & OTIS. Especial attention to commercial 
matters. Refer to Second National Bank and 
Standard Hardware Co., Akron. O.; and Ferd. 
meng i president American Cereal Co., 


Ch 
WELSH & T SAWYER. Refer to Akron pares Bank 
and Second National Bank 


Carrollton* (Carroll) ............- "...-Holder & Oglevee 
CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 
— COX Jr.. Chamber of Commerce Building. 


pavio 1 JAS. As. DAVIS, O ov Pwext Fourth st. Manager 
National Collecting Co. 
JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
Refer to Fourth National Bank. 
nan. MARCKWORTH, 224 Vine st. Collection of 
estates. (See card on back page.) 
MITCHER ER & a 5 West Fourth st. 
Cleveland* (Cu: 
E. * i —_* RD, Society for Savings ge Bidg. Refers 
ret National 


JAS. 4 PILLIAMS. 204 Superior st. Commercial 
law collections. positions. Refers to 
+ —_ Union National Banks and Savings 


10H S. 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
veland National Bank. 

Otter (Franklin 

MADISON H. HAYTHE. Special facilities for mer- 

cantile matters. ‘ers to Commercial Na- 

— Fourth National and Merchants & Man- 


rers’ Banks. 

MERCHANTS Ts MANUFACTURERS’ INTERNATION- 
AL CREDIT BUREAU. Specie! facilities in the 
important cities for the control of collections. 
(See card top of page.) 


ka Refers to Merchants’ 


P 





Ose W. DUSTIN, Callahan 
eorTSCHAL 


*GROWN, Odd Pellows’ Temple. Be- 





“. WiLKEN & SARGENT, 
8 specialty. 


fer to all 





list of corres te is being constantly revised, and first-class commercial lawyers with good references can secure membership. Plan stem for secur- 
ing Varios 2 for mem excelled by none. Proposi tions from atiorneys courteously considered. t#" WRITE FOR TERMS. “2 — ™ y 
—— 
Syracuse, (Canto Defiance* (Defiance)...................- 
FO TON a ‘a CLARK, 2 as West Seneca st. Attorneys WILSON & FORBES, 12 rue Memorial Bldg. At- Commercial ee en ie Senees 
for Bank sermaye § for Bank o f Syracuse and Salt Springs banks. r 
HULL & STUART, ix Erie Me County Bank Bldg. Com- tional Bank. Delphos Allen) pcutuinsecacedeeedsawbd 
— y <— and collections. Refer to Fidelity WILSON & WELLS, ‘8 Larned Bldg. Refer to Bank A), RSs: "MANUEL MAY 
wencanTiLe CHEDIT iT A. hy MacNabb, M ee (Bon card. Medion > pedhernmemane 
al e. ) PE icttddstncddheudsedad ail L 
> Caanetiame, ots "Youn P. ee mes 68 & 70 Congress st. Special at- : = SS 17 N 4 dom Andrew 
en to collections and commercial law. | Sandusky* — ees cnaakin aseanied & 


(Lucas 

HENRY S. BUNKER, 318 Madison street. Refers to 
Bradstreets’ Agency. 

JOHN P. DELPHEY, 7 & 73¢ Adams block. 


ay 


Special 
—_ to representing foreign corpor- 


card.) 
THOMAS. Duy sLAP, 241 Superior street. Refers to 


| SS Se G. L. MARBLE 
| ES G. P. THORPE 
the conn “eb 
ingum)...... McDERMOTT & — 
Bank Bidg banks 





the city 





Refer to all 


ee baby 2 


( 
Refer to 


ee weeeceeeees 


fal and Guthrie Nat. ene See ca: 


CUNNINGHAM & aes 
& suit 


( 
sto of and Commercial Bank. 
Kingfisher — 


sdindikenednnsnbinnie & Martin 
CONOOEE: tC 
Bank. 


ortland* (Multnomah) 
— & cane 609 to 612 Chamber of Com- 
GEO. | H. Hi 626027 Chamber of oe _— 
Salem* He HILL, ohn A. Carson 


PENNSYLVAN cA. 


Allen of ae 
MORRIS L. KA’ PFMAN. Ret Refers to Lehigh Valley 


IAS. D. SCHAADT, Diet A f.r Lehigh county. 
a or 
Second National 


to Allentown or 
wo 
4. S. LEISeWRiNG. Commercial La 
distinctiv 


jw and Collec- 
vely. Solicitor for ‘Firet National 


fs Ae pe, 


HORACE G. — Refers to First National Bank. 
























WTONCE) .........---+----- . H. 
Neritowa"(Montgomerr)__ WW. F DANWENO 
* (Montgomery). ...-. ° 
PHILA DELP Ae Phil 
SHRIVER, BART! & CO. (Alten C. Middieton and 
Ww le ), 433, 435, 437 Chestnut st. 


Law, 
A.J. & L. J. BAMBERGER, 606 Chestnut st. General 
commercial law and 


pe 
cant & 


= = Notary in «fice. References 


es 


ey oe ae 
FRANCIS 


w collections. 
National net eek ont on oe 

iscUS. Brovident Bldg. Collections 
Commercial law, real estate, con- 


ag — 


& Co., C. M. Bailey's Sons 


F nA. Hoyt & Co. "The Janeway Go and Carey 


Bros., branches of the National Wall Paper Co. 
J. R. CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bidg. ‘ion, com- 
— law and co’ fers to P. P. 


n ford, 
FIDELITY COLLECTION BUREAU, 625 
well & Brinton. 


F 


cashier Nation] Bank of Revs 
Drex: 


a 


Ho 
GLOBE MERCANTILE aneper-( ) Provident 
Bldg. G.A. Wella, Mgr. yawn thane 


and conveyancing. Bank 


and commercial 
EDWARD F. HOFFMAN, i 2 Drexel 
Drexel Bid; 


108... SELLERS, 
Life & 


Building. 
a. Refers to Provident 
card.) 













MORDECAI & GADSDEN, 





COMMERCIAL LITIGATION 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 48, 46 & 47 BROAD STREET, CHARLESTOW, 






AND COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY, 
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PTE CEASA arts ar._Crerten 
‘o ave. 
com’ i law. Refers to Columbia Na- 


tional Bank 
SAMUEL J. GRAHAM. 150 a mg ave. Commercial, 
probate law ections. 
1. K:WALLACE. “Refers to Farmers’ Deposit Na- 


( wanna) 
FRANK T. yo \ ae law. Refers to 


Scranton My a 

PATTERSON ‘ay WILCOX. Refer to Traders’ National 
and National Banks. 

M. F. SANOO, Dime Bank Bidg. Refers to Dime 
peo & Discount Bank and Scranton Savings 


& Trust Co. 
Cc. oi WOODRUFF, ae 4 Republican Bldg. Refers 
to Dime Deposit & Discount Bank and Third 


ational 

(Northumberland)......:. HARRY S. KNIGHT 
Refers to Soriuen, Payne & McCormick, bankers, 
Witlamsport, P: 


Titusville (Crawford). bansnacdbhanssashaewl Julius Byles 
Uniontown* (Fayette)................. oa = 
Watsontown (Northumberland).......... 
Wellsboro* ( Tioga)................ wenRICK ay YOUN 
Refer to Wellsboro N: 
West Chester* (Chester) .......... JAMES C. SELLERS 
Refers to Nat. Bank of Chester Coun (See card.) 
Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne).............. IOSEPH MOORE 
Refers ioe Bank. 
T. M. B. HICKS. Beers to Merchants’ National 
Bank illiamsport. 


WILLIAM HURST SPENCER. Refers to Merchants’ 
National Bank. 





Bristol* ( 


Ne Newport W. P. Sheffield 
Provienos™ (Providence). .... JOHN ERASTUS LESTER 
Commissioner for New York. Patents. Collections 


Pawtucket (Providence).............. ...- J.L Jenks 
Woonsocket (Providence)......... .... Chas. F. Ballou 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

BI AAI ont <ccdins s0csdcccseces Henderson Bros. 
Beaufort* ( ort)... ....W. I. Verdier 
Camden* (Ki a ee? C. L. Winkler 

CHARLESTON*™ (Charles: 
MORDECAI & GADSDEN. 1 P. O. Box 156. Refer to 
any — (See card on this page and on 
SIMONS, SIEGLING & CAPPELMANN, 46 Broad st. 
oo or German-American Trust & Sav- 
SMYTHE & LEE,7 Broad st. Refer to First Nation- 
al Bank. (See card.) 
Orangeburg* (Orangeburg)........... P. T. Hildebrand 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Aberdeen* (Brown)......-.. Oe map & ype me ay 
Refer to First N.B. and Bldg.& of Dak. 
Bangor (Walworth)................-.-.-.- - Green 
PSs: 
Hot yal (Fall a, Se Loomis’ s. "CULL 
Been (Beadle) Fata behinioinis eibappaininedl John L. Pyle 
Mound ae SE cs 6nnsecdaeunete * Sutherland 
id City* (Pennington).............. Wood & Buell 
FALLS* (Minne 


haha) 
BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer to Minnehaha and 
Sioux Falls National Banks. (See card.) 
U.S. dee bon es a Refers to Union Trust Co. and 


Mi tional Bank. 
DONOVAN ry GLOVER, Refer to Dakota Nat. Bank. 


TENNESSEE. 
Brownsville* (Haywood)............... J.W. E. Moore 
Charlotte* ap ae ES ibnasipiousebaekecses W. L. Cook 


T.P. CHAMLEE & & BR BRO.., Rooms 2 and 3, South Chat- 
= cn Savings Bank _e Refer to South 


ttanooga Savings Fiank 
Ww. Ps SMALL. ry Keystone Block. Refers to Third 
Nat onal ‘Bank. 


* (Knox 
M. —— BUCKLEY. Refers to East Tennessee National 
HORACE. VAN DEVENTER. Refera, by permission, 


api align cametverey art 
om (Shelby). ...........- artin 
Nashville=(Davidaon).......... iEMUEL R- CAMPBELL 


Cole Bi'dg. Refers to American National Bauk and 
Union Bank & Trust Co. of this = 

=: Eee _eeesmenseen ine’ A. Cummings 

averly* Cemphreys) enediee dc caewtl R. T. Shannon 


Ss. 
a> (Shackelford) ............... THEODORE HALL 
Refers to First National 


ai i iia "..-HOWARD O’NEAL 
MB) o—seevecenseeeevendl 8. Walker, Jr. 


wood* (Brown 
JENKINS 4 MCCARTNEY. Refer to First Nat. Rank. 
JOHN P.WORK. Collections ‘exas. 


“fn 
Refers to the First National Bank of Coleman. 
Corsicana” (Navarro)............-..----- G. W. Hardy 
Dallas* (Dallas) 
. Collects in all parte of Texas. (See 


W.B MERCHANT 281 Main st. Refers to American 
National Bank; Dallsa, 





Denton* (Sen MON cdpthnnngbdcbebotnadesesi L. FULTON 
Collects if all parts of Texas. (See card.) 
E] Paso* (El Paso 


paeitedelnéadan Da 
Fort Worth" Tarrant)........ WiLLiawe t Dd. sept. | 
and Farmers & Mec yy! N.B. 


Mann & Baker 
5 Ra J, E. WALKER 
Banks. 
re Harmon 


Breeding 
San Antonio* (Bexar)............. jiiwes’ ROUTLEDGE 
Commercial and land law a specialty. Refers to 
San Antonio National Bank. 
Texarkana (Bowie)................. GEO. T. VAUGHAN 
Refers to Inter-State National Bank. (See card.) 
Waco* (McLennan) jn a & Rogers 


fee ew ne eneeee 


Ogden* (Weber).......... scbesaaceee Valentine Gideon 
Salt Lake* (Salt Lake) 
BOOTH, as A GRAY, Rooms 62 to 65 Commercial 
Block. Commercial litigation Beek Bldg. 
CHERRY 1 & CHERRY, Walker Bros. Bank B) Re- 
fer to Hon. 8. A. Merritt Chief potomy ‘Utah 
National, Commercial National, and Walker 


Bros. Banks. 
a B. SHEPARD 37 to 40 Commercial Block. 
Shepard Mercantile Agency.) See card. 


VERMONT. 
Bellows Falls bed omy om iccucéebmaiehuamuie L.M 
Brattleboro (Windham) .. .--Haskins & Stoddard 
7” ttenden).. SS E. He Powell 
Schinaens. NERS. “y owland 
Northfield (Washington)............... D. Edgerton 
Rutland* Gaaiens Micah pisewenadnee Geo: A. BRIGHAM 

Ref ers to ° Rutland County National Bank. 





St Sa oe the Caledonia) ain es Prise nr 
0 OTLIB). «ww ececncenns 
Woodstock* oo peateeees French & Y gonthents 
VIRGINIA. 


Samuel G. Bent 
bemarle)............ W. C. DAMRON 
Refers to Attorneys’ & Agencies’ Ass'n, 206 Broad- 
way, New York. 


Christiansburg* (Montgomery) bsonecvemmel See Rotiend 
Clifton Forge (Allegheny) ............. Duncan 
Danville (Pittsylvania).......... WITHERS & WITHER 


Refer to Border Grange Bank, Planters’ National 
Bank and Bank of Danville. 





Fredericksburg (Spottsylvania) ....Marye & Fitzh 
Gordonsville APAELE SRE W. C. DAMR x 
Refers to aed & Agencies’ Ass'n, 206 Broad- 
way, New York. 
b eee JOHN E. ROLLER 
Collections 
Le = (Rockb ~~ oc cocsececs Letcher & om 
Lynchburg (Campbell)................. R. G. H. Kean 
Manchester" (Chesterfield)... ........... ton 
Norfolk* (Norfolk)...... ay Seldner & meer ~~ 
ond" ( Pucessncccoucesuceéen 
1111 Ea-t Main street. (P.O. Box 269.) ‘ers to 
National Bank of V: 
Koanoke (Roanoke)............-...- Shepherd & Gooch 
Staunton* (Augusta) .................- . C. BRAXTON 
Refers to National Valley Bank, Staunton. 
Suffolk* (Nansemond)................... R. H. Rawles 
Winchester* (Frederick)............. John J. Williams 
WASHINGTON. 
Colfax* (Whitman)....................-- 
New Whatcom* (Whatcom) 
Olympia* (Thurston). ............ 
Port Townsend* (Jefferson) 
Seattle* Ome. dnnenmesenpecencs 
413 to 416 New York Biock. 
Snohomish* Ia pidbecsdiesidiasil John B. Aalt 
Spokane* (Spokane).......2.....------ WM. A. HUNEKE 
. 19-20 First N Nat anil Bank Building. 
‘acoma 


EASTERDAY & EASTERDAY. Refer to any bank in 


the city. 
— a MENKUS, 312-315 Berlin Bldg. Commer- 
corporation law. Refertoany bank here. 
RICHARDS & nace Merchants’ Bldg. Refer to 
of Tacoma and Scandinavian aan B’k. 
SHARPSTEIN a8 BLA'TAER, pedal.» (Se ard Com- 


anerci: dg a special card. ) 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla) & Gose 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
Charleston* (Kanawha) 
Oe FLOURNOY & PRICE. Attorneys for Kan- 
wha National Bank. 
HARRISON B. SMITH, Refers to R. G. Dun & Co. 
and Snow-Church Co. rd.) 


af - 
WM. H. MARTIN 
a Cae hiskd scan eiubaee IRA E. hating nar 
Mechanics’ Savi 
Sung” (Cabell) ........... VINSON & THOMPSON 
Athenere tor First National Bank. 
Martinsburg* Caneer) Sasneessee Faulkner & Walxer 


( 
HUTCHINSON, HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. Chief 
Counsel in West Virginia for Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. 


-) 

Point Pleasant* (Mason) ............... 3. $. SPENCER 
Refers to Merchants’ National Bank. 

Ravenswood iJackson)........... a... N.C, PRICKITT 
8. 6. SM SMITH, 1421 Chapline st. at. Commercial Itige 
FERDINANG J. WINGERT i wilienten, Collections a special. 


——= 
aoe 
spit Cewemnes See also Kewannee. 
JOHN ATTAWA. 
tagomie) 





Commercial! practice a 
ey 





Eau ) W. 

Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)..-...-........ net 

Janesville* ( (noe) 

FETHERS, JE rene. fe pirtaye & MATHESON, Re 
fer to Fire Rock County N 

Kewaunee ‘ Bands sensuieboaned JOHN WATTAW, 

Office over Bank of Kewaunee. 





reer eereee rrr err tT 


Milwaukee 
saune DOUGLAS, 513 & 514 Pabst Bldg. Refers, 


rst National 
A. 1 DEIMERMANN Metropolitan Block. Refers 
ard Sav. Hank and Pabst Brewer” 
ERNEST S. MOE, 140 and 141 New Insuranes 


vel 
First National Bank. v. Eyes 
Oshkosh* ( Winnebag :).............. BOUCK & HILTON 
and South forthe National, German-American Bank 
and Sou' = Exchange Banks. 
ne Cnc cancccconececastace JOHN at. bas 
ion Refers to Union N. B. and Commercial & 
perior* (Dougias)............-.+.- 
Wausau" (Marathon). irks te a 


West Superior (Douglas) 
4. B. ARNOLD. vetors to Bank of Commerce aj 


REED, 0, GRACE A if REED, Wisconsin Bldg. Collection 


THORS N : CRAWFORD, 11-12 Archie Block. Refer 
to Superior National Bank. 


WYOMING. 
Bonanza (Big Horn).............-....-.W. 
Refers to First — ppeed Bank, a 
or. (Laranted RIG | ig Bie aS REED Wann 
service given to collection matters. 
Evanston" Se eee Lero: 
Laramie* (Albany). .................-.- 


CANADA, 
NEW BRUNSWICK. 
Moncton. eten, (Westmerciand) evcceecece Harvey Atkinsos 
St. John* (St. om... coesccconcee A. W. ED 
W FOUNDLAND. 
St. Johns (St. Johns) Ee Oe, Peer J. & J. Kent 


NOVA SCOTIA. M. Delite 
8 * (Annapolis) ........ 
Halifecs’ ( fax). Borden, kitchie wa 4-9 {huss 
a yen Breton)..........- Gillies & 
ee T. Vv. B. ie & Sens 
ONT. 


Chatham* (Kent)...............-. -------- 

Hamilton* (Wentworth) Ley, toe ea canna 4 Ross 
Refer to the Bradstreet 

London (Middlesex). ...MAGEE, WekILLOP & MURPHY 
oo Magee, Q. C.; James B. McKillop, Thomas 

a > .) 
TORON 
BEATTY. BLAcKSToCK. apoers & Le ag .. 
be Blackstock. Geo. 


H. Beatty. T 
or Wallace Nesbitt E. M. Chet 
ercy Galt, Wm. H. Brouse, David 


Fasken, A. Monro Grier, H. Agueies, R. 
McKay.) Solicitors for Bank of Toronto, 
cS eee eS Oe 
ew York. 
auaKe tabla & CASSE SELS. (Raw. Bish Blake, 0.0: SE. 


maby 
oC, ~%. O cioosie We H. Blake, oe 7 


F. Blake, ao Y 
_ Law.) ay EAN Baked 
Com merce. 
CROMBIE, WORRELL & GWYNNE, 18 King st., West. 
Solicitors for Bank of Mon 
— paste aa . » oer tt 





& of Canada. 
REGINALD re MacDONALD. “iiding &: Loan Cham: 
bers i5 Toronto st. ter. solicitor, etc. 


Refers to president of a & Loan Assn. 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLA 
Charlottetown* (Queens). . ae et ERED Ww. L. meets 
Particular attention to collections A all parts of 
the Province. Refers to Merchants’ Bank. 
QUEBEC. 


Montreal* (Montreal 
ATWATER aos MACKIE, ang St. James st. Refer to 


Nova 
BunnoUchs eS BURROUGHS, Rooms 612, 613 and 
New Yor’ fe Bh 

— & DAVIDSON (Rebt. D MeGieben, QS 
‘eers Davidson). New York Life 

tore ra for Merchants’ Bank of Halifax, Puilmas 

» enatnetaness Life Insurance Co., et. 
Querec Wqueboa Dist.) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 
BRITISH C 





LUMBIA. 

Nanaimo (Nanaimo) ................--- E. M. Yarwood 
New Westminster* (Westminster). ‘Ecitntetn & 
Vancouver (Vancouver)..........+--++--- 
Victoria* (Victoria) ...... soon Jackson & Helmcken 
w oe. (Selkirk rtagelaP - 

) ccccccoccccccccccesocccccocsesses? 

NORTH 


oNeat. a want W. L. BERNARD 
1888. Solicitor to Legal & Commercial Ex- 
 « elactiane 0 specialty. Refers 

Py hy 





of Canada. 
Edmonton (Alberta).........++++.8 & ak. 
Hegina (Aseinibola) 


woocesesqnseeneer 
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_ATTORNEYS. 


KENTUCKY, 


MINNESOTA. 








ALABAMA, 


RUSH & BROWN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


poms 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


special attention » Comment, Corporation and 
Insurance La’ 
ingham, Als. and the 








548 West Jefferson 8S ., LOUISVILLE, KY. 
A thoroughly cquignes Cy Collection Department, under the 


ance Bunk ; 
4. Collection Offices Correspondent of the Lyon, Cosad & 


WILLIAM W. WATTS, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


management o RICHARD WaTrs, handling 
business at aay po polut in Kentucky. 


References ; :— Loutaville Banking Co.; German Insur- 
Constituent Member of the Associated Law 


cou Furniture Agencies. 





poetic in all the Courts of Birmit 

Deepa! Gers in Clete thrush 
es for m king rs 
out the State 








———_—— 
CALIFORNIA. 


A _D. D’ANCONA, 
Attorney at Law, 


4¢5Montgomery St., SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


ATTENTION | TO COLLECTIONS 
PROMED CUMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 





Co.. San Franciaco ; 





Orto H. Droxgex, 
8. Jomun Lion, 





MARBYLAND. 
ap Cane. —~ GREEN. 


UNITED LA W & io 
COLLECTION ASSON. 


649 and Lquitab 
{Counsel | BALTIMORE, MD: 
“ The Coliectors of the Southern States.” 
COMMERCIAL COLLECTIONS, 
CONFIDENTIAL IVVESTIGATIONS. 








Been at: Sgt Gin ST | acc ny Waar REDEE REPORT 
~~ DELAWARE,  $UASSACHUSETTS. “oa 


Counselor at Law, 
Wilmington and Middletown, 
DELAWARE. 


Office, 907 Market Street, Wilmington. 
Special attention to commercial claims. 


Refers to People’s National Rank, Middletown. 





Counselor at Law, 
244 Washington Street, 


Globe Building, BOSTON, MASS. 





FLORIDA. 


ANDREW J. ROSE, 


Attorney at Law, 
PENSACOLA, - ~- #LORIDA. 
CORPORATION, COMMERCIAL, ADMIRALTY LAW. 
Rerences :—First National Bank. 


“ Hon. Chas. a U.S. District Judge. 
5 The Brad street Co 








GEORGIA. 
Joux Nicoiscy, JR. 


NICOLSON & Mc:KETHAN, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 





Ep. R. MoKeTuan. 


Savannah, 
GEORGIA. 


O@ces 9-10 
Pradential Building. 








ILLINOIS 
VARNUM &ANDERSON, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
Suite 1120-1121 Chamber of Commerce Bidg, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Twenty years’ active a in all Courts 
State and Federal. 











INDIANA. 


ANTOINETTE D. LEACH, 


Attorney at Law, 
Cor. Washington and Court Streets, 
’ SULLIVAN, INDIANA. 
—_ iow. and Nap, ~—T Corporation and 


Real Estate and Insu: Sten her 
ary Fubite in in 0 Ome. Prompt and rand personal atten: 
ers’ Sete J Peak, Sullivan Counts 

nm, President Capito 


Coca 


IOWA. 














Commercial Law. Collections. 
W. L. CRISSMAN, 


Lawyer, 
CEDAR RAPIDS, 
Depositions by Notary in Office. 


National Bank ; Security 


10WA. 


References : 


F. & W. S. SLOCUM, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
257 Washington St., Herald Building, 
BOSTON, MASS. 


Wiiiiam F. SLocuM. WINFIELD . SLocUM 
otary Publi. 


CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL Lav. 
COLLECTIONS AND DKPOSITIONS, 


Refer to Hide & @ Leather N National Bank. 


THE MERCANTILE 


LAW COMPANY, 


Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS, 

COMMERCIAL LAW an 
INSOLVENCY CAS 

A SPECIALTY. 


_BEVERLY K. MOORE, President. 





PRA GUE & WASHBURN, 


Attorneys at Law, 
105 Sumner St., BOSTON, MASS. 
Counsel of the 
MERCANTILE LAW CO., 
(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 
Mercantile Collections and Litigation In State and 
Federal Courts. 





W. W. Rice. Cuas. M. Ricg. 


RICE, KING & RICE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Office Block, Woercester, Mass. 


PRACTICE IN ALL STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 
Especial attention given to Corporation, Probate and 

Commercial Law. Patent Law and Litigation a A ae 
A Collection Department in the Uffice wel! organized. 


Henry W. Kixe, 
Notary Public. 


Stenographers and 
to the — of depositions. 
Refer to any Bank or Business House in Worcester. 








MICHIGAN, 


pewriters in office give attention 


FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 


LAWYERS, 
611 LUMBER EXCHANGE, 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. ? 


CORPORATE, MERCANTILE AND GENERAL PRaCTIOR. Walter V. Fifield; J. G. Fifield Notary F Public; G.W. Fifield: 
NOTAKLES IN OF FICE. C.D. Grasett, Notary Public; 8. A. Breding, 
Mercantile Law and Colecons@ . Depositions 


Whe: poin' 
D e...... letter or on will an it to 
_ collect, t, adjust, or secure rt ang ° 

Refer to tank of Stameapette, Citizens’ Banx and the 
leading Jobbing H of Mi poli 











MISSOURI, 


GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 
Attorney and Counselor. 


COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 


St. Louis References (unsolicited and without permission, 
State Bank ; Samuel Cupples Woodenware Co. ’ 


New York References :—Collins, Downing & Co. ; Free 
man & Green. 
304 North Sth Street, 


(Turner Butiding.) Rooms 61, 62, 63, 64, 67, 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 











MONTANA. 





[ARGENT & HUNTOON, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Great Falls, MONTANA. 


Refer to 
Security Bank of Great Fails. 








“NEW JERSEY. 


POPERICK B. SEYMOUR, 
Counselor at Law, 


SOLICITOR AND EXAMINER IN CHANCERY. 
Jersey City, New Jersey. 
Special attention to organizing Corporations under New 
Jersey Laws. Reat EsTaTE AND PROBATE Law 
Practice in all State and Federal Courts. 
Reference: First National Bank of Jersey City. 


AUGUSTUS W. CUTLER, 


Counselor at Law, 


24 Washington St., Cutler Bleck, 
MORRISTOWN, N. J. 








8u peme Cotas Copmene Master 
Chan "Special attention given to examination of” 
“tities real estate. Practices in all U. 8. Courts 


and in all the Courts of New Jersey. 








NEW YORK. 


JOSEPH A. HANIPHY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
(BENEDICT BUILDING.) 
169-171 Broadway, New York City. 


ComMERcIAL Law, Real EsTaTE AND COLLECTIOn3 8. 


Practices in all Courts of the State. 
Special attention given to the examination of Titles to 
Real Estate. 


BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
2174 Third Avenue, New York City 











Counsel for the Inter Scate Law Collection Agency. 
Refers to Richard Webber Harlem Packing House and 
12th Ward Bank. 


Practices in State and Federal Courts. 





DETROIT, 
FRANK £E. ROBSON, 


@8 Haumonp Buse. Counselor at Law, 





tates, Collections. 


es; Detroit, Burnham @ Co. 
pron. Detroit National Bank, Mr. Avian vy Mr. 


MICHIGAN. 


Corporate and Mercantile Litigation, Settlement of Ke 


o.. Standart 





Tsaac M. Aron, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1515 First Avenue, 
Between 79th and 80th Sts., NEW YORK. 
Practice in Gusto ond Fogel Come, Sportal cetentien 
given to Collections, Keal Estate and Commercial Law. 








Cedar Repids 
Bank; Bohemian American Bank, and in any 
center on application. 


ese? 


nat & ee: le Paper 
se T. J. Cincinnati, J. A. Y Grajt & Oo: 
Dhicago. Doouitle, ‘Palmer & Tolman. 





wn er eecet iri Bhumensticl & Ge Landon, England 















‘ LN: 


DRRESPONC EVERYWHERE. 
NO COLLECTION NO CHARGE. 





LARNE 


CREDITS ‘AND COLLECTIONS. 


NEW YOR 


4 Ax 
” . 
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NEW YORK. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Adel 


WEST VIRGINIA, 





C4 ARTER,H UGHES & KELLOGG, 


© Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
Suite 150-160, 





Waurer 8. 96 Breadway 
~1y—— and 

WARD F. DwiGHT 6 Wall Street, 

Agruusr C. Rounps. NEW YORK CITY. 
Refer to Chemical National Bank. 
HAS TINGS & GLEA SON | = 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 

Ne. 265 Broadway, NEW YORK. 


Counsel and Notaries for National Bank of the 
Republic, New York. 


@zo. 8. HasTines ALBERT H. GLEason. 





Wiimor L. MorgHOUSE. -. Lawrenoz C. Fis. 


MOREHOUSE & FISH, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


206 Broadway, 
New York City. 


16 Court Street, 
Breoklyn. 


Practice in all Courts. 


JAMES J. THORNLE ¥Y, 
Attorney & Notary, 


99 Park Rew, 
In practice 41 years. 
Collections in the States, Canada and Europe. 
Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON & WELLS, 
8 Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N. ¥. 
General Practice in all Courts. Collections a specialty. 


Refer to Third National Bank ; Commercial Bank ; 
Greenway Brewing Co.; D. McCarthy & Sons. 


= 


Notaries Public. 





New York City. 











GEO. Hi. BURRO WS, 


Law and Collections. 
Rooms me 17 and 26 Atwater Block, ie emcee Ohie. 





Pa. Paper Notaries ta Office 
Beal Estate Law. Mercantile Reports. — 


Prompt personal attention given all matters. 
ly permission: — A. J- Wenbante Bons, Cleve 
Ohio ; ye Hy BR 
\ iyer_& Sons, Cleveland, Ohio ; W. Weir 


JOHN P. DELPHEY, 


Attorney at Law, 
7 and 7% Adame Block, phen OHIO. 


to rep 
Soot gary tah 








recent Onto ane enactments. 








OKLAHOMA. 


OKLAHOMA AND INDIAN TERRITORY 
COLLECTION AGENCY. 


Cunningham & DeBats, 


GUTHRIE, O. T. 
Persenal Responsibility, $50 000.060 








MORDECAL & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Broad St., Charleston, S.C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 


Special attention to collections, Real Est Cor-: 
jon, Comm Insurance Law. Cogaees State 
Refer to the president oo by As 

; TheN 


ae. +e 


nited States N.Y.; ee 
OaWell Street, N. bostal Telegraph 4 Ferker Co. 





a United States Mutual Accident Asssoiutions NY” 
SMYTHE & LEE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


7 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


a A ern for the Bradstreet Co. Refer to James 
 Cnmrieston, 8.C.: Pelzer, & Co., 
r8"c Coosaw Mining Co., Char yy 
{ Charleston, cor a Pat 
ban, Buck: Broadw: 
heed & . 343 Broadway, N.Y.; Lane 
Bouiey Bix; bale teed eC Co., Cincinnati. 


i 











SOUTH DAKOTA. 


BAILEY & VOORHEES, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
(MzTROPOLITAN BLOCK.) 








Sioux Falls, ~ - SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Local Attorneys for R. G. Dun &Co.; Attorneys for 

South Dakota for lilinois Central Railroad Com 

Western Union Telegraph Company; M N 

Baak of Sioux Falis n-American Loan & Trust 

Company. to any bank or business house of Sioux 

Falis. law li volumes is the 

South Dakota and our Office is fully aaeees wee 

necessary facilities for the th & general la 

business. Especial fon given to coll 








TEXAS, 


HARRISON B. SM. 
Attorney at Law, 


CHARLESTON, 


Genel Qounent for West Virginia Fidelity 
representation of 
Local fal Attorney for It G. R @. 
eNally & Co, ete. snl 
— to Kanawha fatten, 
awha Valley Banis. 
application. 


Joux A. HUTCHINSON, 
H. P. Camp 


utchinsuon, H utchinson 


Parkersburg, W.Va. ©” Camden 
Corporation and Commercial 
Special ettention 10 Collections throughout Westy 


Chief Counsel W nat Vi rin 
+ 
‘Ba R. RB’ Co, 


erences :~{ First National Bank; Citizens’ 
References :— | S20ator J. a 


S. G. SMITH, 
Attorney at Law, 


WHEELING, _— WEST VIRGINIA, 
Collectio Commercial Insurance 
solvenay i, a casa oad. West Vinplais (oe tad 


ven special attention. 
coe can Rt eam 
ACCOUNTANTS, 
GEO. SMALLWOOD, 


Ezpert Accountant, 
187 Times =a New York City, 


Refers to haloes 
rete, ‘Couneeloryst ist. 


Suntee, wt & cid 








at ¥9 
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ing. 














GEO. T. VAUGHAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
TEXARKANA, TEXAS. 


Special attention to Commercial, Corporation and Land 
Litigation. Thirty years experience, 
PRACTICE IN STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS 
wen Sau Se Ss Mec Banke Penataaee7™ | 

y ite FULTON LAW CO., 
Dallas, Texas. 
L. FULTON, 


_Denton, Texas. 


Collect in all parts of Texas; reprentnt, nee 
clients only, have had 11 years ex Best of refer- 
ence given most anywhere. I ay a@ list of your old 
Judgments against parties in Texas. 














UTAH. 


RICHARD B. SHEPARD, 


nad 9 ¢ American Bar Association for 
Utah, and Secretary of the Territorial 
Association of Utah. 
ATTOREEY 4 COUNSELOR AT LAW, 
38, 39 and 40 Commercial Block, 


Salt Lake City, UTAH. 


RACTICES IN ALL THE COU 
1 refer tp the flow 





(P.O. Box th 











pani, Gov. W W. os kenfrom, ail of Gunite, 0S yoneer a | ai'Bas aE ‘Lake Gig, Cian: Uiah Bee "National Bank, Balt Balt 
 PRNNSYLVANIA. WASHINGTON. 
JAMES C. SELLERS, W. C. SHARPSTEIN. F. 8. BLATTNER. 
Attorney at Law, SHARPSTEIN & BLATTNER, 


Philadelphia, Pa., and West Chester, Pa. 
OFFICE, DREXEL BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA. 


Corporation, Commercial, Insurance and Probate Law. 
Practices in all United States, Philadelphia and Chester 





Fidelity Building, TACOMA, WASH. 


COMMERCIAL BUSINESS A SPECIALTY. 
References in nearly every city in the United States 
furnished on on application. 





Collections promptly made in either County. 


Wait Berect Law, 3 
Archibald J. C. Anderson, 
Public Accountant, 
127 Water Street, NEW YORK. 


PATENT SOLICITORS. 


Pa TRape-MaRks 
pa 
ALL Co 


CHARLES WAHLERS, 
Patent Solicitor and Expert, 


119 Nassau Street, 
Room 682. (Temple Court.) 


NEW YORE, 
Associate work a specialty. 2% years’ experience. 


HENRY CONNETT, 


Solicitor and Expert in Patents, 
1323 Nassau Street, NEW YORK. 


Twenty seven years’ experience, 
Aids Counsel in Patent Litigation and in Procuring 
Patents. 


BANKERS. 


KOPPERL & CO, 
BANKERS, 


181 Washington Street, CHICAGO, ILL. 
Collections made in allEuropeanCountries 
































References : Fidelity Trust Co. ; in 
London & San Francisco Bank, T Wash. 


Coutitects Foreicn Estates. 
Address DANIEL F. BEATTY, Wasnuveror, N. J. 


BEATTY'S ORGANS =tnavoeseon "= 








HERM. MARCKWORTH 


International Law Office, 


9 CINCINNATI, OHIO. 


Accounts of Attorneys respectfully solic ted. 
and PIANOS, $33 up. Want 
{ COLLECTS FOREIGN ESTATES. 






Prepares Cases for Foreign Court: — 
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